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THe Royat GoLtp MEDAL 

At the general meeting on Monday, g January, Mr. 
Arthur Moberly, Vice-President, in the chair, announced 
that the Council at their meeting that afternoon had 
agreed to nominate Mr. Percy E. Thomas, O.B.E., 
LL.D. (Wales), Past President, to the King as a suitable 
recipient of the Royal Gold Medal, 1939. 


NATIONAL REGISTER OF ARCHITECTS 


There has been a good response to the R.I.B.A.’s 
initiative in compiling a National Register of the Archi- 
tectural Profession, and ever since the cards were issued 
the staff dealing with them has been kept busy classify- 
ing them in the various categories that have been 
selected. There is still quite a large number of architects 
whose cards have not been returned: it is earnestly 
hoped that any who have not yet sent their cards back 
will do so soon. 

It was obvious to most people from the start that in a 
large profession such as ours, formed very largely of men 
who are socially and perhaps politically alive, there 
would be some, perhaps many, with conscientious 
objections to doing anything that might prejudice their 
future freedom : members of the profession whose first 
response to any attempt such as that being made by the 
compilers of this register would be a rustically simple 
*T’m signing nothing.” 

It was clearly stated in the covering letter that 
“completion of the cards involves no obligation what- 
soever,” and that is and must be so. No attempt will 
or can be made through the agency of these cards to 


compel any architect to prejudice his freedom of 


thought and action. We know, unhappily, that if a 


war does come none of us will find the freedom of 


thought and action desired by us all. But mostly things 
then will be outside the control of the R.I.B.A., and 
failure or refusal to fill up a register will not save any- 
one from the general effects on us all of war conditions. 

Without making any attempt to indulge in specious 
arguments it can be said that the completion of the 
register is an action of fundamental importance as a 


means of preserving the liberties as experts of individual 
architects and the identity of the profession. For those 
who are willing to allow their service to be used, the 
register will assure to some extent that individuals are 
used for the work they are best fitted to perform. 
That is all. 

On the cards are two sections only that, on an interpre- 
tation that goes behind the definite statement ‘‘ no 
obligations whatsoever,’ may be taken, or, by the manner 
in which they are filled in, made to imply a promise. 
These are in the middle column of the front side. Any 
architect who is not willing to undertake Government 
work in his own office or to go into a Government 
office himself can say so, and no one will mind now 
or is likely to mind in the future 
sections blank. 


or he can leave these 


It is important, without question, to preserve liberties. 
The register is an attempt to preserve the liberty of each 
architect to work at the job he can do best. 


THE PROFESSION’S REGISTER 

There is one further point : While on the one hand 
the white cards will be sent to the appropriate Govern- 
ment Department, the blue cards will be kept at the 
R.I.B.A. and classified as the professional register which 
can be analysed from the professional point of view, 
and which will meet the demand so often voiced in 
the past for this to be done. On this score alone the 
register must commend itself to the whole profession. 


THE CATALOGUE 

When about four years ago the Literature Standing 
Committee and the Council decided, with the support 
of Sir Banister Fletcher, whose gifts have made the 
idea possible of execution, to publish a volume catalogue 
of the library, they knew that they were starting a 
vast work which would take many years to complete, 
but then, as at every stage of the work since, it has been 
realised by those responsible either for the control or 
the execution of the work that it was worth while— 
brilliantly worth while—if well enough done. The 
work has been well done, and now that it is com- 
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pleted is offered to the users of the library and technical 
and academic architectural students of all grades every- 
where without any unduly modest disclaimers. 

In theory every architect would be potentially a 
wiser and certainly a better-equipped person if he 
had a copy in his own office, but there is no point in 
pretending that every architect troubles even thirty-six 
shillings worth about such things; but many do and 
the catalogue is for them. Indirectly it will benefit 
everyone who works in any architectural field, because, 
as it has often been suggested, one very important 
stone in the foundation of all progress is good biblio- 
graphy. If research workers were not provided by 
libraries and information bureaux with information 
about what previous studies there had been on any 


subject of research, each researcher would waste half 


his time going over fields already covered. No architect 
can find out everything for himself, and if he could 
it would be a waste of his time to try to do so. He 
must read books and articles, or if he can’t or won’t 
do that he must know how to use the brains of people 
who have done so. 
knowledge called the R.I.B.A. Library is a machine 


for him to use, and the catalogue is an integral part of 


the machine. A catalogue is, for the man who wants 
to get to an intellectual destination, not unlike a railway 
timetable for a person who wants to get to some physical 
destination. It saves him just going to the station 
vaguely in the hope that he will catch a train if there is 
one. 

On another page is more information about the 
catalogue and some generous and critical comments 
from users of it. Here it may be said that no one is 
asked to buy the catalogue out of charity or as a matter 
of patronage. The only reason for doing so is to use it. 
The Library Committee see the catalogue as a means, 
which has already proved its efficacy, of increasing the 
Institute’s prestige, but that is secondary only, and, 
in fact, is dependent on the successful achievement 
of the Committee’s first intention in publishing the 
catalogue, namely, to improve the quality of the library 
and the use made of it. 


PRIZES AND STUDENTSHIPS AND PHOTOGENIC DRAWINGS 

A large part of this JOURNAL is filled with the criticism 
and the illustrations of the Prizes and Studentships work. 
‘They have been arranged in a rather different order 
from that adopted in past years, with the illustrations 
and programmes of the individual prize subjects inter- 
spersed between Mr. Pierce’s criticisms. ‘This may seem 
to break up the continuity of the criticism, but we know 
that it is irritating for readers to have to turn to and 
fro in the JOURNAL to relate the criticism to the pictures 
and programmes. 

One of the constant troubles in the illustration of prize 
work is that competitors draw out their schemes without 
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regard to the success with which their drawings will 
reproduce. The result is that the reproductions in this 
and other journals are practically illegible. To draw 
a building scheme so that it will reproduce well does not 
mean that the drawing must be shoddy or lacking in pre- 
cision, or that in any way it need be a less good prize 
drawing than one which is pretty as an original but a 
nightmare of a drawing when printed. Some study of the 
technique of drawing for reproduction is needed, but 
this is well worth making because so many architects 
now have to count on reproductions of their schemes in 
the public Press to get support for them. The pro- 
fessional Press will not unnaturally cast a favourable 
eye on those architects whose offices can turn out draw- 
ings ready for reproduction without the need for 
‘cleaning up” prior to block making. The architect 
who can produce what the cinema people would call a 
** photogenic ”’ drawing starts with an advantage over 
his less alert colleagues. 


LEVERHULME RESEARCH FELLOWSHIPS 


The trustees of the Leverhulme Research Fellowships 
have announced that applications (on the proper forms, 
which can be obtained from Union House, St. Martin’s 
le Grand, E.C.1) for fellowships or grants in aid of 
research should be made before 1 March. Since the 
Leverhulme Trust was established in 1933 many grants 
have been made that have assisted architectural 
research ; there have indeed been five fellowships or 
grants in aid given for subjects having direct reference 
to architectural studies from European housing to the 
economics of the building industry or the history of 
mosaic. ‘Two have been held by members of the 
Institute and one by an Honorary Associate. ‘There 
have in addition been awards for kindred art studies. 
The fellowships and grants are intended for senior 
workers in any subject which may add to human 
knowledge who are prevented from carrying out 
research work by routine duties or pressure of other 
work. 


LAW AND ARCHITECTS 

At the Sessional Meeting on Monday, 6 February, 
Mr. Sydney Redfern, a solicitor with great experience 
of architectural law, who has advised the Institute 
frequently, will read a paper on ** Some Legal Aspects 
of an Architect’s Practice,” a subject of very great 
importance, as any architect knows who has enough 
experience of this evil world to realise how close 
architects work to the tentacles of the legal system, 
if not to the more matter of fact arm of the law. A 
synopsis of Mr. Redfern’s paper will be found inserted 
in this JOURNAL. ‘Those who hope to join in the dis- 
cussion are reminded that advance proofs of the paper 
can be obtained from the R.I.B.A. if they write to the 
Institute before 1 February. 
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REVIEW OF WORK SUBMITTED 
FOR THE PRIZES AND STUDENTSHIPS 


By Mr. 


INSTITUTE OF 
MoBERLY 


JOURNAL OF THE 
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Ground floor plan of the sadaiiheaeaes 
Club House in the scheme 
for the Alfred Bossom 
Studentship A 


I.--_INTRODUCTION 

I find myself in this position to-night because | 
have been asked to take the place of Mr. Howard 
Robertson, who, I am quite sure, could carry out 
this duty much better than I can ever hope to do. 
Robertson, for me at any rate, has been in the past 
one of the most drastic and, at the same time, most 
considerate of critics ; and I think that many others 
could echo those words. I feel, therefore, as much 
sympathy with you, as students, as I do with myself 
finding ourselves, as we do to-night, in our respective 
roles : I feel, in fact, having to take the place of one 
who has been my critic and mentor, that instead of 
the usual formal “Ladies and Gentlemen” I 
should really address you as “ fellow-students.” 
At the risk of being told that it has been done 
before, I would like to quote from the address to 
the inaugural meeting of the Royal Academy in 
1769 by Sir Joshua Reynolds :— 

‘““ Every seminary of learning may be said to be 
surrounded with an atmosphere of floating know- 
ledge, where every mind may imbibe something 
congenial to its own conceptions... .” Such know- 
ledge, he went on to say, is more useful “ than that 
which is forced upon the mind by private precepts 
or solitary meditation. . It is from his equals only 
that he (the student) catches the fire of emulation. 

“Impressed as I am, therefore, with such a 
favourable opinion of my associates in this under- 
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taking, it would ill become me to dictate to any 
of them.” 

I am one of those who believe that student 
competitions, with the rewards of prizes or scholar- 
ships, are the finest training ground for anyone 
who is prepared to face the hard work with possible 
triumph or disappointment as a reward. The 
graduate or post-graduate contest of this sort is not 
only an exercise and test for a man’s ability, but is 
something that makes him face up to his position 
in relationship to . contemporaries. Ultimately, 
the completion of a set of drawings, carried to a 
fine state of finish iad combining all the best a man 
may know, is a test not only of knowledge, of skill 
and craft, but a test of character. To work through 
to the end of a competition with full realisation 
that there is no relief—no “ letting up” even for 
the shortest period—is a job for the constant worker, 
and not the slacker: neither is it a job for the 
‘stunter”’’ or the imitator, or for the man who 
thinks he can give as much analysis to the characters 
and works of the Jury as he gives to the written 


programme and its problems. It is a task, as is 
any work of architecture, for the architect—the 
‘ arch-technician’”’—-a man who really loves his 


work. 
May I ask your indulgence for another reference 
to Sir Joshua Reynolds? In an address to students 


in 1772 he uttered these words : 
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““ Be as select in those whom you endeavour to 
please as in those whom you endeavour to emulate. 
Without the love of fame you can never do anything 
excellent ; but by an excessive and undistinguishing 
thirst after it, you will come to have vulgar views ; 
you will deprave your style, and your taste will be 
entirely corrupted. It is certain that the lowest 
style will be the most popular, as it falls within the 
compass of ignorance itself, and the vulgar will 
always be pleased with what is natural, in the 
confined and misunderstood sense of that word.” 

I would have those words printed large and 
posted in the “‘ Loges ”’ of all competitors ! 

All competitions are in essentials the same ; a 
programme is issued, a time set, the solutions 
submitted «and the award made. There are, 
however, certain fundamental differences between 
student competitions and those other useful but 
speculative counterparts in the life of a pro- 
fessional man. In the first place, the student’s 
programme is written in what may -be called an 
ideal manner—it must be complete, both in facts 
and in such indications for inspiration as are 
possible, and it must be clear and not contain state- 
ments that are confusing or ambiguous. No 
questions are allowed and the issued programme, 
it mus! be remembered, is the only basic document 
that a competitor will have for his guidance through- 
out the competition. The responsibility of the 
programme-writer is great. The subjects set by 
the Institute are ideal ones aiming at the finest in 
planning and in architecture, and, with one excep- 
tion, do not ask the student to be shackled by that 
hard taskmaster, economics. When the subjects 
are handed in, the judgment is in the hands of a 
Jury, varying always from year to year. It is 
interesting to stress this last point, because through- 
out the long history of these prizes there is a con- 
sistency of judgment that can only indicate a right- 
ness in the system. Apart from the formal adoption 
of the Jury’s recommendations by the Board and 
the Council, the Jury’s verdicts are absolute ones ; 
and I can assure you they are not “ let out to play” 
until their work is done, done completely and done, 
as far as possible, unanimously. My duty, in 
addition to giving you my own impressions, is to 
pass on to you a summary of their findings. 

A further difference between professional and 
student competitions that should, in my judgment, 
be fully stressed is concerned with presentation— 
with draughtsmanship and rendering. The open 
competition is a competition for the ultimate 
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erection of a building (at least, that is the general 
implication), but the student competition ends 
with the finishing of the drawings, and therefore a 
fuller paper expression is called for. Draughtsman- 
ship is, for architecture, a means to an end ; but 
there is no doubt that fine and expressive drawing 
leads to a better end, a finer building, than does 
careless or unsympathetic portrayal. The buildings 
that are created on paper in a student competition 
will (fortunately or unfortunately) not be built : it 
is all the more essential, therefore, that drawing and 
presentation receive the fullest consideration. I 
cannot help feeling that in recent years the art of 
architectural draughtsmanship has seen a sort of 
decline. I do not here refer to those doubtful 
blessings “‘ Academy perspectives,” but to the real 
art of plan expression, to the real art of elevational 
and sectional rendering, where texture and form 
and colour (if such is an important factor) enter 
into the problem as it is left upon paper, and where 
a subsequent building in three dimensions is not to 
materialise to save (or further mar) the situation. 
Drawings for any competition, and particularly 
those for student competitions, cannot have too 
great a clarity or completeness, and should be given 
the fullest study. A brilliant design cannot be 
wrecked by bad presentation, nor can a bad design 
hope to be saved by magnificent handling of the 
pen and pencil ; but if a design is worthy, why not 
accept the fullest aid that the art of architectural 
draughtsmanship can give ? 

I now propose to review, in as much detail as 
time will allow, the work submitted in this year’s 
Prize and Studentship Competitions. 


II..-PRIZES FOR PUBLIC AND SECONDARY 
SCHOOLS 

Every year the Institute offers prizes for those 
students who are about to leave public and secondary 
schools. This year, from a large number of entries, 
the Jury has awarded a prize of £3 3s. to Madge 
Walker, of Birmingham, for an essay on Olton 
Court, and a second essay prize of £1 1s. to E. W. 
Fenton, of Drax Grammar School, for an essay on 
Drax Parish Church. 

Three prizes have also been awarded for sketches : 
to G. M. Harper, of Dudley Grammar School 
£3 3s.), to Alan H. Hughes, of Whitgift Middle 


School, Croydon (£2 2s.), and to J. S. White, of 


Alloa Academy (£1 Is.). 
Some of the work of these students showed 
much imagination and industry, and I would 
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extend to them all encouragement to continue in 
their studies by saying that an architect is not 
necessarily born an architect—he merely begins 
young. 


IIl._THE BANISTER FLETCHER ESSAY 
PRIZE 


This competition. is limited to Students and 
Probationers of the Institute, and the conditions 
ask for an illustrated essay on a given subject. 
This year the theme was ““ The Development of the 
English Parish Church in Plan and Structure,” 
and eleven essays were received. As I have not 
had an opportunity even to glance at this work, 
I am going to quote the comments of the Jury : 

“Most of the essays were far too long—some 
were 9,000 to 10,000 words—and the Jury felt 
that in future competition essays might be limited 
to 3,000 or 4,000 words. 

“On the whole, the standard of English was poor 
and it was apparent that in many cases competitors 
had not thoroughly worked out the scheme of their 
essay. Many were so overloaded with sketches or 
photographs that the connection between the 
illustrations and the text was not always apparent. 

“The regulations state ‘ photographs as well as 
drawings will be permitted as illustrations, if 
essential.” The purpose of illustrations in this 
competition is to reinforce the argument, and the 
prize is awarded for an essay, not a picture-book. 

“*'Tanledon’ wins the Medal because he has 
a better understanding of the nature of the problem 
His essay is well constructed, easy to read and 
expressed in good English. The Jury regretted 
that ‘ Tanledon’s’ iliustrations were for the most 
part confined to plans.* 

*** Salt’ begins his essay by questioning * whether 
a study of the English parish church is of any 
consequence.’ In spite of this rather inauspicious 
beginning the Jury felt that this competitor had 
appreciated rather more than the others the 
esthetic appeal of the parish church. His treatment 
is sympathetic but a little discursive, and _ his 
writing, on the whole, is not quite up to the standard 
of the winner. 
a certificate of Hon. Mention to * Salt.’ 

‘*** Cantor,’ like ‘ Salt,” makes a bad beginning, 


and he has written a 10,000 word treatise rather 


*When the envelopes were opened it was found that 
‘*Tanledon’’ was not eligible to receive the award, 
having received exemption from the R.I.B.A. Inter- 
mediate Examination more than twelve months before 
the published last date for the receipt of essays. 


The Jury recommend the award of 
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than an essay. But in many ways he has a more 
comprehensive grasp of the subject than other 
competitors, and his sketches in plan and perspective 
are excellent. His style is a little uneven and the 
vast number of photographs and _ illustrations 
submitted are better suited to a thesis than an essay. 
The Jury recommend the award of a certificate of 
Hon. Mention to ‘ Cantor.’ ”’ 

THE TITE PRIZE 


led for the stud 


CONDITION 

N.B.— Student ive reminded t) 

Italia hite . 

‘THE MEETING PLACE OF AN ACADEMY WITHIN 
THE GROUNDS OF A PALACE” 


c 





A patron of the arts with a palace in an extensive estate on the 
outskirts of an Italian town has decided to provide a meeting place 
for the members of an academy 

During the Renaissance and Baroque periods in Italy every 
town of any importance “had i icademy with some strange, 
fantastic name and its own endowments and subscriptions. Besides 
the recitation of verses *’ these institutions held ** regular banquets 
and the representation of play ymetimes acted by members 
themselves, sometimes under their direction br young members 
and sometimes by paid players he fate of the Italian stage 
and afterwards of the opera was long in the hands of these 
associations. 

A suitable site, particulars of which are given in the attached 
diagram, has been offered by the patron. It is on his estate within 
easy walking distance of his palace and of town. It is well 
wooded and only the area required for the buildings and gardens 
will be cleared. The limits of m ye strictly adhered to. 

| 

= 
. 
bt = te - 

: 

; 

The accommodation required nuu'd consist of 
suf 
(1) A Casino 

Entrance hall or lo 
Ante room which will b ed as cloakroom, etc. 
Members’ room or hall which will be used for 

meetings and receptions approx. 1,500 
Loggia which should br yt less than : 1,000 
Dining-room upprox. goo 
Kitchen and servi accommodati 
Library a approx. goo 
One or two small roon ar the library. 
Two rooms for caretake who will be perma- 

nently in residence 

2) ‘TERRACE. 
3) Open-Arrk THEATRI t Re rR issance 

in type. ‘The sta must not be less than 35 ft. 
in width on the auditorium side, and the seating 


accommodation must be for not less than 250 


persons. 
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IV..-THE TITE PRIZE 

This competition is the first rung in the so-called 

ladder of prizes for architectural design. I would 

remind you that its programmes are set to encourage 


the study of design in a definite manner, that of 


the Italian Renaissance and Baroque. It is the 
oldest but one of the Institute’s design prizes 
the oldest being the Soane Medallion, founded in 
the year 1838, which will be competed for next year. 
This year the response for the Tite Prize was 
satisfactory : there were 193 competitors in the 
preliminary round, the subject of which was “ A 
Covered Bridge over a Canal in Venice,” and 
seventeen competitors were admitted to the final 
competition. The programme set was for “ the 
meeting-place of an Academy within the grounds 
of a Palace.” This is a quotation from the 
programme : 

* During the Renaissance and Baroque periods 
in Italy, every town of any importance had _ its 
Academy with some strange, fantastic name and 
its own endowments and subscriptions. Besides 
the recitation of these institutions held 
regular banquets and the representation of plays, 
sometimes acted by members themselves, sometimes 
under their direction by young members, and 
sometimes by paid players. The fate of the Italian 
stage, and afterwards of the opera, was long in the 
hands of these associations.” 


verses 


In general, the designs submitted reach a relatively 
high standard, within the limits of the particular 
style and manner dictated by the programme, and 
also in regard to the drawing and presentation. 
There are, however, one or two mistakes which 
are more or less common to many of the designs. 
The site given was a sloping one, but not one with 
an even grade: the upper part sloped gently and 
the lower more abruptly. Most of the competitors 
decided to place the principal building on the 
upper part of the site, thereby making trouble for 
themselves ; for obviously any approach way from 
the road at the lower end of the site implies that 
much of the building would be cut off as the 
observer approached from 
wide terraces in front of the building tended to 
aggravate this unhappy state of affairs. 
the better designs, that by ‘‘ Rofo,” to which I shall 
refer again later, the author has placed his building 
in the centre of the slope, so that the building is 
at the top of the steeper ground—-but has invalidated 
his wise judgment by the interpolation of an extra 
wide terrace. The second major error to which I 
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would call attention is the siting of the open air 
theatre. Many of the competitors call upon their 
unfortunate audiences to blink at a stage which is to 
the south or south-east. If possible, the ligh 
should be at the back of the audience and _ used 
to give brilliance to the stage performance. Some 
of the authors should, I suggest, study the original 
sources more closely : particularly would I note 
the proportions and silhouettes of arcades. In 
certain other work I would recommend that the 
use of well-known examples of garden layout be 
studied as inspiration for suitable design, and not 
for indiscriminate adoption for attachment to 
unsuitable building shapes. 

In general character and ornament only one design 
seems to have struck the wrong note ; it is that sub- 
mitted by “ Juvarra,” with a strong Italian flavour 
in general massing—something of the flavour which 
is so evident in that excellent book by Lowell : the 
applied ornament, however, and some of the solid 
detail is sheer “ art nouveau”’ of the worst type. This 
interesting pastiche of the early twentieth century 
cannot be said to be either Renaissance or 
Baroque, even though it may be said to be historical, 
in that, now, fortunately, it is as dead as mutton ! 
Though in much of the layout “ Juvarra” is 
persistently consistent, he has submitted an unfor- 
tunate mixture : one member of the Jury described 
it as being “ too loose to be Tite !”’ In one thing I 
would congratulate him—his drawings are exquisite. 
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n Above: Winning Tite Prize drawings by ** Gratz.” Mr. Robe 

> Brodie Thomson {Student|, The University of Sheffield 

e Right: The winner's esquisse 

t 

» The winner of the Tite Prize is ** Gratz.” This is 
a slide of his original esguisse—and I reproduce 

. it because it is an excellent one to which the 

. competitor has stuck to the end. He submits a 

d well-rendered and drawn set; in particular his 

n plan is one of the best submitted, the layout and its 

. details are well in scale with the site and the 

: buildings, and ‘** Gratz” has modelled the plan in 

. his rendering in a very sensitive and satisfactory 

y way. I would draw his attention to the rather 

J big change of scale that occurs between the interior 

of the casino building and its exterior arcade. 

The proportions of the arcade are unhappy: I 

5 believe it would have been better to have omitted 

Hi the pedestal dies of the columns and carried the 

latter down to the base of the balustrade. I would Loe i 1 eee 

congratulate ‘“‘ Gratz”? on an excellent answer eee ote 


to the problem set. a met 2 0 S38 
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Mention. 
those of the 


“Rofo” has been given an Hon. 
His drawings are not so sensitive as 
winner, but in general the scheme is a good one, 
and his theatre does face in the right direction. | 
have already referred to the good placing of the 
casino building and to its unfortunate wide terrace. 
I have another slight quarrel with “ Rofo” ; it is 
that the terrace is planned to be equal in weight 
and width on all sides of the building. It (the 
terrace) has no sense of response to its varying 
surroundings—falling ground on one side, rising 
ground on the opposite side, the theatre and the 
approach road to the palace on the other two sides. 
The detail of the buildings is competent but somewhat 
coarse. 


‘““ Ness’ submits quite a good scheme. He is 
the only competitor to provide a carriage drive 
from the road at the lower end of the site. He does 
not, however, seem to have quite decided whether 
his main axis shall be an “ open” one or a closed 
one, and he has sadly muddled the issue with a 
somewhat arbitrary colonnade which straggles across 
the garden. Much of the detail of the gardens is 
out of scale. Ness’s drawings are also good. 


A fourth design to which I should like to draw 
special attention is that by “ Jackass.” He is the 
only competitor to attach the theatre element with 
the main casino in a single group ; a possible and 
happy solution. His plan, however, stumbles over 
the differing characters of the layout behind the 
building and that part which descends the slope to 
the roadway. His drawing is not so good as those 
I have already mentioned, and his detail and 
general massing are rather dull. 


Of the other competitors my remarks must, of 
necessity, be brief. ‘‘Oom ” has a clumsy plan, and 
his theatre is too large, and there is much unfor- 
tunate false work to the upper part of the stage 
portion. 


“Romeo” gets much too complicated, and he 
does not seem to use the levels of the site with any 
sympathy, tending rather to create his own levels on 
some preconceived basis. 

“Pug” is very obviously a “ trier,” but he has 
hit on a poor plan ; particularly must I draw atten- 
tion to the unhappy relationship of his theatre and 
casino. 

“Circa”? does not seem to have been very 
inspired with the subject, and he does not help him- 
self with a poorly designed theatre. 
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Scheme submitted for the Tite Prize by ‘* Ness” 


‘* Fleur’ has a good plan, but goes down on the 
elevations and the detail, which certainly do not 
fulfil the promise of the plan. 


I would ask “* Gael ”’ why he has indulged in such 
exotic and, to my eyes, eccentric rendering ? It is 
an unnecessary, though perhaps brave, experiment 
which ends in being a shock for the observer. The 
terrace in front of his building is too large. 

‘Toni’ presents a weak plan. I recommend him 
to study and grasp what is meant by “ articulation ” 
of parts in a plan, and he should apply his findings 
to both the casino and its surrounding layout. 


** Avis”? has a fairly good scheme, but his theatre 
is much over-stressed ; his drawings are good, but 
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One of the winning drawings for the Pugin Studentship, by Mr. S. F. Clewer [Student], Birmingham School of Architecture 


I would ask him always to bear in mind that 
axiomatic rule that equality of parts on plan leads 
to insufferable dullness. 

“Loopy ” has a muddled plan, and he must 
study his detail more closely. 


The competitor who calls himself ‘‘ Between- 
uandi ”’ gives us a rather dull and uninspired layout, 
and a poor plan for his casino. 

‘Tara’ presents some well-rendered elevations 
in a somewhat American McKim, Mead & White 
vein: I hate his bandstand effect, which is an un- 
fortunate feature of the main terrace. His layout is, 
perhaps, the weakest part of the scheme. 


I hope that competitors for the Tite will not think 
I have dealt with their work too briefly. My time is 
limited, and I have tried to mention essentials only ; 
I feel that a more personal “ crit ” of the Tite work, 
with critic (poor fellow) and the competitors 
gathered round each set of drawings, would really 
be the ideal way of helping us all ; but, apparently, 
that cannot be done. 


V._—THE PUGIN STUDENTSHIP 

The Pugin Studentship alternates each year with 
the Measured Drawings Prize. Five sets of drawings 
have been received for the Pugin this year. The 
Studentship has been awarded to S. J. Clewer, whe 
submits four large mounted measured drawings of 
various types of medieval work, the chief of which is 
concerned with portions of Lincoln Cathedral, with 
Stokesay Castle and the tower of Huish Episcopi. 
His drawings are well presented and his draughts- 
manship excellent. A great deal of the work has 
been measured and drawn on the spot, and some of 
it has been done quite recently. Perspective sketches 
are conspicuous by their absence. 

A certificate of Hon. Mention and an award of 
£20 has been made to C. C. Fraser, who, for his 
measured work, submits some good drawings of the 
Vicar’s Close at Wells and the Bede House at 
Higham Ferrers. One whole strainer of this student’s 
work is given up to an isometric bird’s-eye view of 
the central area of the city of Durham, showing the 
Cathedral, the Bishop’s Palace and the Keep. It is 
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somewhat of a four de force in draughtsmanship, which 
should be an excellent record for posterity, except 
that it is, unfortunately, only drawn in pencil. 

Of the other applicants for this Studentship, 
C. H. Hyde submits some good measured work from 
Ely Cathedral, but his drawing is not so good as 
either that of the winner or of the certificate work. 
He does, however, 
one of the panels of the famous Southwold screen, 
drawn full-size. 

Edwin Sherrin’s work is of a slighter nature : 
much of it is made up of sketch-book sheets, and 
does not show any definite concentration on a par- 
ticular subject. He should be commended for some 
of the drawings of tracery which he has submitted, 
and urged to go forward to the study of some par- 
ticular building or to a series of parallel type studies. 

R. C. Stones submits some drawings of portions 
of Lichfield Cathedral. His drawings are rather 
hard and unsympathetic ; he should learn the value 
of different thicknesses and depths of line to express 
form. The sheets of large sections of mouldings 
occupy too much space in his exhibit. 
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submit some work in colour of 
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Isometric bird’s-eve view of the centre 
of the City of Durham. One of the 
drawings submitted for the Pugin 
Studentship by C. C. Frazer {A.], 
Edinburgh College of Art, and award- 
ed a Certificate of Honourable Mention 





I would like 
Pugin is definitely awarded for the study of medieval 
architecture, as opposed to the Measured Drawings 


to urge the point of view that the 


Prize, which is awarded for measured work of 
architecture of any historical period. For this 
Studentship I am a little surprised to find that there 
is not more work of research into the original form 
and even colour of medieval architecture. A mere 
collection of drawings and sketches of the actual 
states of buildings, admirable as it is to afford 
intimate study of detail and texture, is not the only 
method of studying medieval architecture. If | 
may take an example from the work submitted by 
this year’s winner, I would suggest that Stokesay 
Castle would be an admirable subject for research. 
Drawings could be made showing its state at various 
periods of its history : for example, at about 1300, 
at 1450 and then its state to-day. There are 
numerous other subjects suitable for similar research, 
especially as so much work is being done to-day 
on excavation and repair of medieval buildings by 
H.M. Office of Works and by various local anti- 
quarian societies. 
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VI.—ARTHUR CATES PRIZE 


This year the Arthur Cates Prize was offered 
under the terms of the original bequest for “ the 
geometrical study of vaulting, stability of edifice 
and design, coupled with actual measurement 
of appropriate examples.” 

This is not, for some reason I have failed to 
fathom, a popular competition ; the subject has a 
vital bearing on problems of architecture and 
building, whether they be ancient or modern. 
However the style or methods of architectural 
building may vary with time, the laws of gravity 
and the strength of the four winds and the sea are 
always with us, and spans become greater and 
mass less. Why is it not more popular ? 

Only one competitor is forthcoming this year. 
His work is historical, and by reason of its general 
excellence he has been awarded the Prize. The 
winner is W. T. C. Walker |A.], and I must con- 
gratulate him on some very interesting and original 
studies. ‘These are mainly concerned with analysis 
of the structure of the dome of St. George’s Church 
at Edinburgh, by means of measured drawings, 
geometrical analyses and sectional isometric studies. 
The drawing is extremely thorough and precise, even 
to the extent, perhaps, of lacking a little vigour. 
On the largest sheets there appears a mass of 
descriptive matter, which, while beautifully lettered, 
should, I think, be gathered together into type- 
written sheets. 

Mr. Walker’s best drawing is, I think, the 
sectional isometric inink. His sheet of sketches does 
not bear very much relationship to the rest of his 
work or to the subject of the competition, although 
they are interesting and well drawn. 


CONDITIONS: THE OWEN JONES STUDENTSHIP 
‘*A NATIONAL PUBLICITY PAVILION ” 


A re-planning scheme for London has been carried out involving 
the construction on the south bank of the Thames (opposite Charing 


Cross) of a new main line terminus station to take the place of 


all the present Southern Railway termini. The main front of the 
station has been set back some distance from the river and an 
area cleared to form a large rectangular open space (approximately 
600 ft. by 300 ft.) between the front of the station and the river. 
The district has, with its hotels, restaurants, and shops, become 
a centre for tourists and travellers arriving via the southern ports 
by air and sea from all parts of the world. 

It is proposed to build in the centre of this space a national 
information and publicity office or pavilion which will provide a 
means of extending hospitality and information to tourists and 
travellers. The pavilion will be one of the first impressions gained 
by many new arrivals in this country, and will be organised under 
the auspices of the Government to provide for the traveller 
information not at present available at railway or other bureaux. 
It is intended that information of a cultural nature should be given 
and publicity regarding the many-sided characteristics of Great 
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Arthur Cates Prize: A drawing by the winner, Mr. W. T. C. 


Walker [A.] 


Britain’s cities and countryside—in short, to make available to 
travellers the possessions and amenities of the country. 

The building must suggest friendly hospitality and the dignity 
of a great nation. 

The building is to be a permanent structure, and competitors 
should not think in terms of the rather temporary and superficial 
nature of much present-day work. 

The main subject of the competition is the decorative treatment 
in colour of the reception hall described below, which includes its 
furnishing and lighting. 

The accommodation required is as follows : 

1. Reception Hall, 1,800 sq. ft. This should occupy the whole 
of the ground floor area of the building and contain ample counter 


space for a staff of eight with low shelving and/or cabinets for the 
storage of books and pamphlets. The remaining area should be 
arranged as a comfortable waiting and circulation space for travel- 


lers, with seats, tables, et Public telephone boxes should be 


provided. Entrances should be provided with draught lobbies : 
the main floor will be at least 3 ft. above the level of the pavement. 

Poster space will be strictly limited. 

2. Basement This should be reached by small staircase or 
staircases not available to the public, and should contain staff 
rest rooms, lavatories, and storage for books and pamphlets. 

The planning of the basement is not required in this programme. 

The building will be electrically heated. 
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VII._THE OWEN JONES STUDENTSHIP 


The work submitted this year is on the whole 
somewhat disappointing. The programme should 
have been an inspiring one, but the seven com- 
petitors who entered do not seem to have risen to 
the opportunity. The programme was for a 
National Publicity Pavilion near the terminal 
station of the Southern Railway, in an open space 
created by reason of the re-planning of the whole 
of the southern side of the Thames, and a building 
was called for that would suggest friendly hospitality 
and the dignity of a great nation. The programme 
further stressed that the building was to be of a 
permanent nature. In no design have these im- 


portant factors been equated together into a 
complete solution. 
The winner, “ August,’ has submitted very 


competent drawings of a building which is designed 
around complicated geometry both on plan and 
section. He presents an uninviting parabolic wall 
towards the station frontage, and his whole building 
does not seem to be a very suitable shape for an 
open site where all sides of the building would, at 
some time or another, be seen. He overhangs his 
ground floor as a sort of cantilever, and one can 
only conceive that the very low hollow so created 
would be extremely difficult to keep clean and 
dignified. His internal colour is rather crude and, 
on analysis, seems to have areas of opposing colour 
which are too equal. The interior of the parabolic 
shape is occupied by quite a good mural painting, 
which is, however, dominated in the centre by an 
unexplained crude black triangle. The lettering 
on the glass opposite to the mural is much too big 
in scale for the rest of the interior, and should, in 
any event, have been arranged so that it is not seen 
from the interior, where it is always irritatingly 
backwards. He has attempted carefully to work 
‘out the daylighting and artificial lighting of his 
building, and this is successful apart from minor 


details in connection with the artificial lighting of 


the main mural painting. His general construction 
is weak ; on the whole, however, his good drawings 
and general experimental outlook place him in 
front of his competitors. 


“Crack” submits a sorely constricted plan with 
an unnecessary expanse of gallery, which on section 
splits the building vertically into two halves. His 
‘colour is drab and uninspired and the general 
atmosphere of his interior would seem to be suitable 
for the requirements of a high-class modiste. 
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Winning scheme for the Owen Jones Studentship, submitted by 
* August,’ Mr. Serge G. Kadleigh [Student], The Architectural 
Association 

“ Bump ” submits a design for a building which 
is like a primitive crustacean, by reason of the fact 
that its bony structure is entirely external. Add to 
this the fact that it is throughout lined externally 
with wallboard, and guyed up in places with wires, 
it is difficult to take it seriously as a dignified and 
permanent building. His counter arrangements 
are unsatisfactory and he omits to give any delineated 
indication of the finest part of the scheme—namely, 
the large photo-mural on the back wall. ‘‘ Bump” 
is to be commended, however, for the quality and 
ingeniousness of his presentation. 


b 


** Spectrum ” submits a somewhat banal scheme 
with a weak internal shape which is much too com- 
plicated. He, too, has a gallery, but in this case 
it successfully cuts off the view from the lower level 
of some well-set photo-murals. He introduces a 
hotch-potch of posters and a discordant element in 
the vermilion colouring of the columns. His stair- 
case to the gallery is not well designed and his 
drawings are marred by a crowd of ladies who might 
once have appeared in Vogue, and gentlemen culled 
from Esquire ! 

** Anthony ” gives us a building which seems to 
have no external publicity. It has a sort of guarded, 
secretive notion behind it, and internally would be 
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very depressing by reason of the windows being 
all at a high level. Both his colour and the drawing 
of the stained glass of the windows are crude and 
naive. 

“ Pip”? submits a sincere scheme with good 
drawings ; but personally I do not like the idea of 
decorating a ceiling with a pictorial map, however 
playful the latter may be. In this case the map is 
all one way and I suggest that if maps must be put 
on a ceiling, they should be capable of being looked 
at from any part of the room. His large figures 
on the wall are too great in scale, especially con- 
sidering the realistic naturalism of the type of 
drawing employed. His counter arrangements are 
not satisfactory and seem to block up the centre of 
the room too much. 

* Tilly ” unnecessarily divides his building into 
two parts, each with a different colour scheme and 
an unnecessary stressing of the stanchions of the 
lower part by the use of red. His circulation to 
the lounge part of the scheme is only possible by 
going past the counter and through the business 
part of the building. The scale of his mural 
paintings is far too dominant ; this particular type 
of plan would not produce a good external shape 
from all points of view. 


Vill.__-THE HUNT BURSARY 


A good response was made to the invitation to 
candidates to submit work for this prize, which is 
awarded to encourage an extension of research into 
the subject of housing and town planning. Seven 
candidates entered the lists and the majority sub- 
mitted extensive work of high standard. I would 
remind future candidates that it is important to 
submit a detailed outline of a programme of study 
and in doing so to stress not only the places they 
may wish to visit but the particular objects they 
have in view in making the tour. The Jury takes 
these programmes of travel into account in making 
the award. 


The Bursary has been given to A. G. Ling [A.]. 
The evidence he submitted was extensive and showed 
considerable research into the problems connected 
with social groups or units in communities of varying 
sizes. Mr. Ling has also submitted an extensive 
programme of travel : I hope it is not too extensive, 
or, if it proves to be as wide as he suggests, I hope 
that it will not be too cursory, and, judging by his 
work as submitted, that he will travel with an open 
mind and not with any preconceived notions. 
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The Jury wish particularly to commend the 
work of another competitor, R. D. Lawson [4A.], 
especially as evidenced in the sphere of survey and 
analysis work. 


CONDITIONS: THE ALFRED BOSSOM 
STUDENTSHIP 


‘A COUNTRY CLUB” 


A retired cavalry officer, keen on every kind of sport and on 
outdoor life, desires some occupation during 


TRAVELLING 


his retirement, and, 
having considerable estates within half an hour’s motoring distance 
of a town of over a million inhabitants, decides to start a country 


club, and to that end persuades a few friends to form with him a 


limited liability company for the purchase of the site and the 
development of the scheme. (See site plan. The land to be con- 
veyed to the club is valued at £60,000. It is a gently undulating 


site and largely gravel subsoil The necessary sewers and services 
can be assumed to be availabl 

Competitors are required to submit designs for the general layout 
and the buildings, and to submit a general description of the scheme 
with particulars of proposed materials and construction of the 
buildings, including lighting, heating, ventilation and drainage. 


Competitors are also required to estimate the approximate cost 
of the layout and the buildings. The buildings are to be priced 
on cubic measurement, and the estimated rates per ft. cube are 
to be clearly stated. The total cost of the scheme is to include 
cost of land, all fees and incidental expenses and interest on the 
capital outlay during the execution of the works. 

The main club house should consist of the lowing : 


1. Large entrance hall with cloak rooms, general clubroom and 
reception office. 


2. Card room—16 tables. 


3. Dining room—250 persons. 


4. Kitchen, scullery, pantry, still room 


larders, stores, etc., 


refrigerator rooms» 
also staff sitting room. 
»» Cocktail bar and separate men’s bar. 
6. Ladies’ drawing room. 
7. Billiard room—two tables. 
Offices for managing director and secretary, with staff of 
two. 
g. Spacious locker rooms and changing rooms for tennis, squash 
rackets and golf, etc. 
10. Lavatories, baths and shower baths, valet’s room, etc. 
11. Flat for steward with sitting room, three bedrooms, w.c. 
and bathroom, etc. 
12. Twenty servants’ rooms (ten of each sex), w.c.s, bathrooms, 
etc. j 
13. Servants’ common room. 
14. Dining room, cloakroom and lavatories for kitchen staff. 
The disposition of rooms is entirely at the competitor’s discretion, 
but as many public rooms as possible should have a view of the 
gardens and putting green, and large verandas are essential. 
Car-parks should be provided for, and a separate car-park for 
the general public coming to see polo. 
It is intended to cater for the following games : 
Polo 
A polo ground should not exceed 300 yds. by 160 yds. with 
30 yds. behind the goal lines and 10 yds. each side. Polo practice 
ground about 240 yds. by 140 yds. Polo practice shed 24 ft. by 
15 ft. to accommodate dummy horse, and an open-air manége for 
schooling ponies, about 70 yds. by 50 yds. 


Spectators are accommodated on slightly raised sloping banks, 
It is important in this 


some portion of which should be covered. 
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connection that the polo ground should be near a road and accessible 
to the general public (non-members) on one side as without gate- 
money the game cannot be made to pay. The polo ground should 
have its own pavilion with dressing rooms for players, with lavatories, 
shower baths, valet’s room and a small refreshment room. Accom- 
modation is required for the public to view the polo separate from 
the club members, with tea pavilions, lavatories, etc. It is expected 
that only about twenty members will play polo and these members 
will require stabling for about 100 ponies, i.e., 100 loose boxes 
about 12 ft. by ro ft., four isolation boxes, 16 saddle rooms, forage 
store about 20 ft. by go ft., forge, manure pits, etc. Bed-sitting 
rooms for 20 grooms, four bathrooms, canteen for grooms and 
visitors’ chauffeurs, etc. (Note: The boxes should be in groups 
to prevent the spread of minor diseases.) Twelve loose boxes 
should be provided for hacks, with one saddle room. A shelter 
should be provided for accommodating two motor tractors with 
rollers and mowing machines, etc. 


Golf 

There will be an eighteen-hole golf course which will take up 
about 100 acres and a practice course about 300 yds. by 100 yds. 
Che layout of the above need not be shown, but it is important to 
indicate the position of these on the site. A putting and approach 
course should be arranged in such a position that play can be 
watched from the main club house. 

The cost of laying-out the above courses may be assumed to be 
£ 15,000. 

The buildings required in connection with the golf course will 
be a caddie master’s office, a professional’s shop, workshop and 
caddie’s room. 

Tennis 

Ten grass and ten hard courts to be provided with an appropriate 
number of open-fronted shelters, lavatories, etc. 
Swimming 

A swimming pool, 150 ft. by 50 ft., is required with dressing boxes 
for thirty of each sex and lockers for 100 each. Filter plant room, 
boiler house, shower baths, lavatories, etc. 

Pool should be set in a nice garden with banks for sun-bathing. 
Croquet 

Four full-size croquet lawns to be provided with shelter and 
lavatories. 

Squash Rackets 

Four squash courts with spectators’ gallery to be provided near 
main club house. 

Beautiful gardens surrounding the club house are regarded as 
essential to the scheme. Many persons will join for the enjoyment 
of the gardens as much as for sport. 

No trees. etc., have been shown on the site plan, but these may 
be shown where desired. 


IX.._ALFRED BOSSOM STUDENTSHIP 


Six competitors only have submitted work for 
this prize: the subject set was for ‘A Country 
Club,” to be planned on a given site which was 
about half a mile long by a quarter of a mile wide, 
and which was valued at £60,000. In addition to 
a large club house with an adequate car park, 
provision had to be made for a polo ground and a 
polo practice ground, with all the ancillary stables, 
and spectators’ accommodation. A_ golf course 
and practice tennis courts, croquet 
lawns, squash racquets courts and an open air 


courses, 
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swimming pool, with its own dressing boxes and 
sun-bathing lawns, were also asked for. 

The subject was, I venture to think, a difficult 
one: a subject which required long preparation 
in the form of intensive research. Only the total 
capital cost of the scheme was asked for, so that 
competitors did not have to show by the contra 
side of the balance sheet how they proposeci to make 
the scheme pay. 

Before I pass to the schemes in detail, I must 

say that I am a little surprised at the poorness of 
the architectural expression and general meanness 
of the drawings in this competition. Whether the 
size, complexity or unexpectedness of the programme 
weighed so heavily on the competitors that they 
had no stamina left for the architecture and the 
drawing, or, whether they felt that the problem was 
merely one of those practical affairs of areas and 
figures, I cannot say. But I should like to repeat 
an earlier remark: “If a scheme is worthy, why 
not accept the fullest aid that the art of architectural 
draughtsmanship can give ?” 
The studentship has been awarded to “* Dopey.”* 
The drawings show a good layout in which most 
of the elements of the plan are well arranged. The 
polo ground, however, is not well placed; it is 
considered to be too near the road, without adequate 
access or seating for the public. The main club 
building is generally well planned. In detail the 
entrance hall is too large and it is dully lit and does 
not appear .to be a very comfortable space for use 
as a lounge, surrounded as it ts with doors and a 
staircase. The swimming bath group is well 
planned and bears a good relationship to the main 
club building. The elevations are dull and 
uninspired and lack any feeling for the word 
“country” in the title of the programme. 
‘* Dopey ” submits a very good report, with details 
of his construction and mechanical equipment. 
His estimate of capital expenditure would, in most 
details, be reasonable, both as regards the cost of 
the buildings and the layout of the grounds. He 
rates his interest on capital outlay at 2 per cent., 
which he would be fortunate to obtain. 

The second place and the Silver Medal has been 
awarded to “ Jason.” He has a _ good layout 
*BOSSOM STUDENTSHIP 

When the envelopes containing the names of the winners 
were opened it was found that ‘‘ Dopey’’ and ‘** Jason” 


(Mr. Nelson Foley and Mr. Stanley Jordan) were 
ineligible, neither being Associates. 
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plan, with sensible road accesses to various parts 
of the site. Why, however, does he draw the site 
the opposite way to the plan as published in the 
programme ? There is no absolute virtue in putting 
the north at the top of the sheet. The main 
building plan is efficient, but is somewhat ragged 
in its architectural form. The elevations are, like 
the winner’s, of rather a crude and unsympathetic 
character. It would be difficult to distinguish 
this building from, say, a health centre, or an urban 
technical school. With the exception of the 
block plan, the drawings also are dull and do not 
advance much beyond the stage of accurately 
drawn diagrams. “Jason’s” report is not so 
good as the winner’s, and in his estimate of cost he 
makes a sad mistake in the cost of the golf course, 
pricing it at £1,500, whereas he was allowed 
£15,000 in the programme. The costs given for 
tennis courts, croquet lawns, and the public car park 
and roads are all very low. It is a pity that his 
report does not give the cubic contents of the various 
buildings, though his prices for these buildings 
would appear to be reasonable. 


‘ 


Of the other competitors ‘‘ Aratos” has a layout 
which places the stables too near the club house. 
He has a monumental approach to the latter which 
is far too lavish and which, having arrived near the 
front of the club house, provides little or no approach 
to the car park. The prospects from the club 
house do not seem to embrace the - sectional 
activities of the club. He has a dull plan for the 
main building, but the whole scheme is_ presented 
by quite attractive drawings. His report is a 
most workmanlike document, with more the 
character of a thesis than a report. It is lavishly 
illustrated with irrelevant photographs and diagrams. 


‘“* Chios ” has a poor layout with a great deal of 
artificial and unnecessary symmetry. The main 
building is not well planned, although in general 
principles it may be said to work. A particular 
criticism would be the inefficient service to the 
dining room. The elevations are weak. His 
cube costs for the buildings are too low, and he 
omits to provide any interest on capital outlay. 

“Ting”? presents a good set of drawings. His 
main building, although fairly pleasant in general 
effect, is unnecessarily complicated. The golf 
changing rooms are too far from the golf course, 
and the polo section is too far from the club house ; 
the golf course is planned between these two 
major elements. There is a weak piece of layout 
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in front of the club house. “ Ting’s”’ scheme is 
accompanied by a good report and workmanlike 
estimate of costs, although I would say that some 
of his cube prices are on the low side. 

** Chukka ” has sent in a very elementary attempt 
with much naive planning and with crude elevations. 
His layout cuts up in quite an illogical way what 
is presumably a very good site. ‘* Chukka’s”’ 
report is the soundest part of the work he has 
submitted. 


X.—SAXON SNELL PRIZE 

There was a much better response for this Prize 
than in previous years. Seven applications were 
made, and all these reached a good standard. 

In some cases, however, drawings of work carried 
out in offices employing the applicant were the 
only evidence of hospital knowledge, and no personal 
research was shown. I think for this Prize it is 
important that some work of this sort should be 
submitted : it can take the form of written and 
illustrated research, contributions to journals or 
designs for hospital buildings or accessory buildings. 
In the latter type of work the research element 
should, of course, be stressed. 

Mr. D. R. Harper was selected as the winner of 
the Prize. He produced a good set of drawings 
of work carried out by himself with a joint architect, 
and showed photographs of the work as executed. 
He also produced drawings of work done in the 
office in which he was an assistant, but it was 
impossible to assess the amount of this work which 
could be attributed to the applicant. 

He augmented these drawings by three reports : 

(1) ‘‘ Report on Evacuation in time of War” 
which showed evidence of sound thought on 
this problem. 

(2) ‘‘ General Report on Tuberculosis Hospitals ” 
a very thorough and_ well-illustrated 
volume, showing extensive research. 

(3) A copy of the Hospital Number of the 
Architects’ Journal, which he assisted in com- 
piling and to which he contributed one of the 
articles. 

He proposes to visit America and submits the 

details of his proposed tour. 


A close runner-up to Mr. Harper was Mr. 
S. E. T. Cusdin, who showed evidence of work 
done in offices ; but this was not supported by any 
evidence of personal research. 
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XI.—_THE ESSAY PRIZE 


This is the oldest of the Institute Prizes, this 
year being its ro2nd anniversary. Eleven com- 
petitors submitted works: I have been unable 
personally to read all the essays; I attended, 
however, the final meeting of the Jury and was 
able to discuss the award with them and to examine 
their notes. 


It seems that considerable confusion exists as to 
the meaning of the term “ essay,’ and I have been 
asked to comment on this difficulty. Dr. Johnson 
once said “ an essay is an irregular, undigested piece 
of work”; and while I am not going to say that 
his words might not be applied to some so-called 
essays, I do not think that is what the Institute 
means by essay! A summary of dictionary and 
encyclopedic definitions would result in something 
like this: ‘‘ An essay is a literary composition of 
moderate length, analytical or interpretative, which 
deals with its subject from a more or less personal 
standpoint.” 


Some of the essays submitted this year were 
classed by the Jury as “theses”: so again a 
definition is required: ‘‘ A thesis is a proposition 
or position advanced by a person who maintains 
it by more or less exhaustive relevant argument.” 
The differences in the two definitions should be 
carefully noted. 


Now, in reading carefully the conditions as 
published for this Prize, I find them extremely clear. 
I will quote as follows : The essay is to be concerned 
with “ a subject of architectural interest” ; making 
“some contribution to architectural thought or 
scholarship. The Council reserve the right of 
withholding the Prize if the essay placed first be 
not one of high Jiderary merit.” 

Students are further told that an essay submitted 
for the Prize may be re-submitted as a thesis for the 
Final Examination ; but if the converse occurs— 
that is, if a competitor submits his thesis for the 
Essay Prize—‘“‘ it must be in essay form.” So that 
the conditions are quite in line with the definitions 
I have already made. 

A literary composition must be well written, with 
literary form in grammatical English, and it must 
have good composition—using the word “‘ composi- 
tion” in the sense that all architects should 
understand: as, for example, that an elevation 
or a building is well composed. 


Having thus read a somewhat extensive homily 
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on the subject, I can now observe that some of the 
essays were not essays, but took the form of theses : 
some were not literary and some were not 
compositions, in the sense I have defined. 


The winner of the Essay Prize is “ Pike,” and he 
—I should say “she” after the announcement 
writes on “‘ The Architectural Development of the 
Florentine Villas.” The Jury’s comments are that 
the work is probably too long, is rather too 
descriptive in a guide-book manner and makes a 
somewhat pompous use of Italian quotations. It 
reaches, however, a higher essay standard than any of 
the others ;_ it is very well illustrated with a large 
number of photographs taken specially by the 
author, and it contains much original thought on 
the subject with which it deals. 


I have not allowed time to comment on all the 
essays received, and as I have not read them all I 
should be presumptuous to do so. I can, however, 
say, although the Jury have awarded no Honourable 
Mentions, that the essays submitted by “* Serpent ” 
on “ National Health ” and ‘‘ Stamina ” on “‘ Com- 
munity Buildings ” were of a higher standard than 
the average. 


CONDITIONS: THE VICTORY SCHOLARSHIP 
“A HOSTEL FOR UNIVERSITY STUDENTS ” 

The university of a large provincial city has acquired a site 
on the outskirts of the town on which it proposes to erect a hostel 
for men students and a number of the teaching staff. 

The new building is to afford full residential accommodation 
and to contain suitable provision for social amenities and general 
recreation. 

Site 

The site, which measures some 300 ft. by 450 ft., is illustrated 
on the attached plan. The contour lines indicate the general 
levels. On the east is a new tree-planted road 120 ft. wide and on 
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the north and south are existing roads 50 ft. wide. To the west 
an unclassified road which separates the site from meadow lands 
which fall gently to a river. The land to the north, south and 
east has been scheduled under a town-planning scheme for residential 
purposes and the meadows have been acquired by public funds 
and are dedicated to the enjoyment of the public. 


Accommodation 

The following schedule gives the general accommodation 
required. Approximate figures are given in the case of the larger 
rooms, but the student is to interpret these requirements in the 
manner which he considers most suitable for the purpose of the 
scheme, and in such a way as to provide an economical and up-to- 
date building of appropriate architectural character. As the site 
provides adequate space for the building, it is expected that part 
of the ground will be laid out in the form of gardens. 


Sup. ft. 
A. Principal entrance hall. 
Cloakrooms and lavatories for men and women 
guests. 
Students’ cloakroom with lavatory, shower baths 
and lockers. 
Drying room. 
Warden’s office (two rooms). 
Warden’s reception room. 
Dining hall... re Se ee ve os 3,000 
Common room .. a ies ate ate ae 2,000 
Library .. og a ws we = 1,500 
2 writing tooms a ae a o> ach 500 
| Games room... ane ate or a oe 75° 
Billiards room (two tables) .. me or oe 750 
B. Kitchen, with servery, pantry, scullery, larders, 
stores, H.M.C., linen store, goods entrance. 
Staff dining-room (to seat 30). 
Staff lavatories for both sexes. 
! Changing room for male staff. 
Chef’s office. 
Luggage lift. 
Heating and H.W. plant with fuel storage. 
Laundry. 
C. 10 Two-room suites for members of the teaching staff 
average } 350 
| with three bathroom suites. 
: 230 bed-sitting rooms for students a average 175 
with one bathroom and one w.c. and one shower- 
bath for every five rooms. 
Warden’s bedroom, sitting-room and bathroom. 
Housekeeper’s room with bathroom. 
25 maids’ bedrooms with bath and lavatory accom- 
modation. 
Linen, H.M.C. 
Sewing room. 
“ Box-room or box-rooms. 
Service room with lift from kitchen arranged in con- 
nection with a group of bedrooms which could 
be isolated in case of sickness. 
D. Gymnasium, to be used also for Badminton . . oe 2,000 
2 Squash courts with lavatory and shower-baths .. 1,550 


E. 6 tennis courts. 


Garage accommodation for 20 cars. 
Bicycle shed. 
Gardeners’ shed and stores. 
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XII—THE VICTORY SCHOLARSHIP 

The Victory Scholarship is a graduate or post- 
graduate award standing equal to the Soane 
Medallion, with which it alternates from year to 
year. Ifthe Rome Scholarship is the blue riband, 
the Victory is but a slightly paler blue in the 
students’ year. The programme set was for a 
‘** Hostel for University Students’ in a provincial 
city. The site was an open suburban one sur- 
rounded by roads, with permanent open meadow- 
land to the south. Contours were given, but the 
differences of level were not so great as to be fear- 
somely decisive. In addition to all the common 
rooms, library, games rooms and the main 
dining hall, the buildings were to house the 
warden and ten of the teaching staff in two-roomed 
suites, and 230 students in study-bedrooms (called 
bed-sitting-rooms in the programme)—a_house- 
keeper and 25 maids were also to be accommodated. 
A gymnasium and squash courts and six open-air 
tennis courts and a garage were also to be planned 
as part of the scheme. 

The problem is a modern one, particularly so by 
reason of the large number of students to be housed 
—perhaps an indication of the modern tendency 
towards centralisation in such projects. A funda- 
mental point quickly arises from analysis of the 
programme : Is the building to be planned with the 
students’ study-bedrooms arranged in a number of 
separate groups, or can the plan be managed with 
a minimum number of staircases—the collegiate 
chambers idea versus the residential hostel idea ? The 
building is called a hostel, the students have only 
one room each and bathrooms are shared between 
five students. The straightforward and economic 
solution, therefore, would appear to be the hostel 
type of plan and this has been the method adopted 
in most of the designs. Unfortunately, however, 
many competitors have not realised how dreadfully 
depressing overlong corridors can be, and out-of- 
hand corridors must be my first and main general 
criticism. 

My second general criticism is concerned with 
expression. Many competitors do not seem to have 
realised that, with study, various types of community 
buildings are capable of being expressed in the form 
and character of an exterior. A students’ hostel 
should not look like an Alpine hotel, a seaside hotel, 
an advanced technical school, a block of flats or 
the head offices of a large commercial undertaking. 
All the types of building I have mentioned can be 
seen (with very little stretch of imagination) among 
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Four block plans in the Victory Scholarship. From left to 
right: Top, ** Kelp”? and“ If” ; Bottom, ‘‘ Arc.” and ‘‘Aye” 


the designs submitted for this year’s Victory. I 
also found myself somewhat startled by the lack of 
unanimous thought as to the plan solution. In an 
advanced design prize of this sort, I think it is not 
unreasonable to expect that there would be a 
majority of plans which approximate to a definite 
solution ; always remembering that all competitors 
are working from the same programme and upon 
the basis of the same site plan. Of course, there will 
always be the exceptional in all competitions ; and 
the exceptional plans are usually, on the one hand, 
brilliant solutions—strokes of genius—or, on the 
other, eccentric empiricisms by the wilfully-minded 
or by would-be geniuses. There is a sort of average 
type of solution in the present competition, but it 
does not reach 50 per cent. of the whole. 

To show the wide range of solution offered in 
this competition, I have had four widely differing 
schemes reduced to simple block plans: one is 
chosen as an average solution type for comparison. 

I do not think that orientation need be given so 
great a weight as a factor in determining the layout 
of the site. To place the main building mass 
diagonally on the site is to ignore all the surroundings 
and divide the land into unnecessarily awkward 
shapes. On this particular site I do not think the 
contours are a decisive factor, and to distort the 
plan into curved shapes is not advantageous—in 
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addition it is expensive and results in room shapes 
that are awkward for standard furnishings. It 
must not be forgotten that the present subject is 
largely a scheme containing a large number of 
similar units. 

In general, I feel that competitors have in many 
of the designs fallen into that easy and common 
error of not sorting out the accommodation asked 
for into its various main categories. This omission 
has led many of you to try planning the repeating 
units of students’ bedrooms over the large common 
rooms, with the result that either the bedrooms 
are the wrong span or the common rooms are too 
narrow. It would have been possible to separate 
out the large rooms and treat them partially or 
wholly in a block or blocks by themselves. In 
some instances this has been attempted, with a 
general gain to the plan and also to the elevations, 
where settings-back would have been thereby 
avoided. 

Twenty designs were submitted for the final 
competition. In the preliminary round 98 com- 
petitors took part, so that, this year, there has been 
an excellent response and consequently a keen 
competition. 

The winner is “Sub Rosa,” with an excellent 
plan. His scheme works and he has stuck to his 
original sketch: his rooms are nearly always a 
good shape, his lifts, kitchens and garages are well 
planned ; and, above all, he has segregated the 
different types of accommodation in a sensible 
manner. Games rooms, changing rooms, etc., 
are on the left of the ground floor, and services, 
garages, etc., are on the right-hand side, with a 
central main entrance on an adequately sized 
forecourt. It is a simple and organised plan. 

Do not think the award was made because the 
plan was symmetrical : it is placed first because it 
works well. The layout is tidy and_ sensible, 
though rather crude in detail. I regret that I must 
make one serious criticism of the plans: I think 
that some means of escape should be provided 
from the various floors at the ends of the wings 
which project to left and right. ‘‘ Sub Rosa’s” 
elevations are sound in massing and have a general 
character that is suitable. His detail is somewhat 
coarse and crude. I do not like his variation of 
window types at different levels of the facades, 
especially when it is remembered that all the upper 
windows are lighting similar rooms. The drawings 
are not brilliant, but the poorness of quality does 
not hide the design because the drawings are straight- 
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forward and concise. “‘ Sub Rosa” should improve 
his presentation, and, in particular, he must learn 
what decent lettering is and how to label a plan. 
Stencils are usually resorted to by the lazy or the 
incompetent. Do not put initial letters only on 
rooms ; label each part of the plan properly, 
if, that is, the drawing by means of furniture or 
*“ mosaic’ does not already explain the function 
of the space ; and, lastly, if you must have a large 
title, let it be composed of good lettering, well- 
spaced. 

*Elmjo”’ has submitted a scheme illustrated 
by some delightful drawings. He has been awarded 
an Hon. Mention for an exceedingly lively and 
imaginative scheme with a good feeling for the 
elevational treatment of the subject. He has a 
good layout that is too fussy in detail. 
criticisms are: the very tortuous entrance, un- 
necessary kinks in corridors, rather a poor service 
to the dining-room, narrow uncomfortable writing- 
rooms and bad luggage-lift access to the hall and 
bedrooms. His gymnasium and library are well 
placed, but the garages are too cramped. 

I must now attempt to compress some comments 
on the remainder of the designs into as short a time 
as possible. 

** Spider ’ 


> submits some rather unfinished draw- 
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Scheme submitted for the Victory 
Scholarship by ‘ Elmjo,” Mr. 
David E. Lang [Student], Edin- 
burgh College of Art. Awarded a 
Certificate of Honourable Mention 


ings. He has a poor main entrance: in a scheme 
of this size I am certain that it is bad planning to 
congest a main staircase over the front door. The 
gymnasium block is well placed, but the tennis 
courts are divided into groups. ‘ Spider’s ”’ scheme 
looks rather like a block of flats. 

** Jona” has a plan with exceedingly long and 
tedious corridors: he has a wildly designed main 
staircase which succeeds in wasting much space 
on all the upper floors. The elevations are rather 
poor. Why do bathrooms need more light than 
bedrooms? And why do bathrooms need an 
external balcony to connect them all up ? 

‘Kelp ” submits some very poor drawings of a 
scheme that tries too hard to be clever. His build- 
ing is ill placed on the site; his stairs are too 
small and the dining hall is a miserable room with 
an inadequate and wrongly-placed service room. 
The planning of the bedrooms is unnecessarily 
complicated. The structure is of doubtful security, 
and unreasonable in theory. ‘“ Kelp” submits a 
perspective in a sort of highbrow pseudo-poster 
technique which does not assist his scheme in the 
slightest degree. 

** Hoo” has a plan which is poor both in mass 
and detail, with many unnecessary breaks and shapes, 
and a vast wasteful entrance hall that pushes its 
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Victory Scholarship 


Perspective of scheme by ** Kelp”? 


Perspective of scheme by ‘ Arc” 


way up through four floors. Some of his corridors 
are dark, and his service and kitchen arrangements 
are inadequate. 

‘“‘ Cap” presents a fairly clean and orderly plan, 
but achieves something very near to dullness in his 
elevations. The placing of the entrance in the 
centre of what is an asymmetrical composition is a 
misjudgment. 

“Nod ” has a scheme which attempts to divide 
the long wings into blocks, each with its own 
staircase—on a sort of school house method ; but 
all the secondary vertical circulations stop at the 
first floor. The gymnasium block is separated, 
but finds itself, I think, in the wrong place. The 


elevations are weak and without any definite 
character. 
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‘*Flo’s” plans are above the average: par- 
ticularly must he be commended for the excellent 
dining hall, kitchen and service organisation. 
He has well-composed elevations with some un- 
necessary balconies. I get the impression that his 
building would make a very good hotel, perhaps 
at a seaside resort. 

‘** Andrew ” is too complicated and is inclined 
to acquire a pomposity in elevation that is not 
reflected in plan, especially when the main axis 
approach to dining hall and common room is 
considered. He has bad service to the dining hall, 
his kitchens being on the fifth floor. He has departed 
somewhat from his sketch. 

** Arc”? has a poor approach to his dining hall 
and the service thereto is not well planned. The 
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noise of the gymnasium unit would be unpleasant 
for the rest of the building. I think his curved 
plan is an unnecessary complication, and in any 
event does not sit on the contours too well. ‘* Arc’s ”’ 
drawings are very good, and his perspective an 
excellent piece of work. 

**Uwchlyn”’ illustrates his scheme with some 
excellent drawings rendered in an expressive and 
competent manner. His plan, however, is far too 
complicated : he has juggled with levels too much. 
The lighting of the dining hall is inadequate, and its 
service is not good. 

* Old Vic” enters his building through a con- 


stricted corridor of some length, with all sorts of 


lavatories on each side. The major rooms of his 
plan seem to be consistently bad in shape. and 
the service to the dining hall is again unsatisfactory. 
drawings. He was placed hors concours by the 
Jury for radical departure from his sketch. 

‘““ If’? mixes the functions of his building up too 
much ; for instance, the play wall of the squash 
courts divides them from the dining hall. He has, 
too many corridor rooms on the ground floor, and his 
warden’s rooms are badly located. 

** Aye” sends in a design which is confused in 
both its masses and its plan. Its chaotic catherine- 
wheel-like display is beyond my conception of any- 
thing organised. The time at my disposal is too 
short for a detailed criticism. 

* Polychromos”’ plans a large section of his 
building round two courtyards: I do not think 
this is necessary on so open a site. The scheme 
shows an unsatisfactory dining hall which is badly 
lit and has no prospect from its interior : the kitchen 
service is good, but the common room is unsatis- 
factory. 

“Vimo ” has various plan elements in the wrong 
situations ; for example, all circulation from the 
main entrance to the locker rooms passes the 
warden’s rooms : the library is in a noisy situation. 
The elevations have a dull, regimented look. 
“Pip” offers us a scheme with a_ basement 


Loge’ submits an unfinished looking set of 
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kitchen and a dining hall which has a bad service 
on one of its ends. The service for a large dining- 
room or restaurant is always better on one of the 
long sides of the room. If you doubt me, try a 
dozen journeys to and fro with a tray from the hot- 
plate to the most distant table. ‘“ Pip’s” garages 
all face on the main road and have a mean, shed-like 
appearance. 

‘“Chirrup”’ hands in an unfinished scheme, 
together with a letter of explanation and apology. 
He is, of course, outside the competition. | 
think he is to be commiserated with; for his 
scheme has the makings of a successful solution. 


> 


His is one of the few plans which shows the large 


amount of student accommodation in a number of 
separate wings—with considerable gain both in 
internal comfort and in the planning of the major 
ground floor rooms. I think, however, that the 
slight curving of the spine block of his plan is hardly 
worth while. 


XIII.—_THE GODWIN AND WIMPERIS 
BURSARY 

This has been awarded to Herbert Thearle [F.]. 

It does not fall within my purview to criticise 
or comment on this award, but I would like to offer 
my sincere congratulations to Mr. Thearle, and to 
wish the other four competitors better luck in the 
future. 

XIV.—_-CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, I would like to congratulate all 
those who have entered these competitions, whether 
they are winners, runners-up or “ also rans.” They 
have all done work which they will never regret ; 
they have all gained knowledge and experience 
which otherwise they could not have obtained. 

If my remarks have appeared in places to be 
hard, I can only ask you all to take them in the 
spirit in which they are made ; accept them, please, 
as my part of a mutual exchange ofideas. An archi- 
tect cannot afford to cease to be a student : his task 
is too wide and too complex. May I, in addition 
to congratulations, offer to all competitors my very 
best wishes for their future work. 
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VOTE OF THANKS 
Mr. H. B. WALLIS (Board of Education): I feel 


that it is perhaps rather improper for me to open my 
mouth on my first visit to this building, but at any 
rate I come with a very open mind and with complete 
impartiality. I should like to say at once that I have 
been enormously impressed by the criticisms which 
we have heard this evening, and it is with very great 
pleasure that I propose a vote of thanks to Mr. Rowland 
Pierce. It does seem to me that this kind of criticism— 
the exchange of ideas, as Mr. Rowland Pierce said, 
between the students and the examiners—is something 
which must be of intense value, and it is unique in my 
experience. I myself examined once or twice some 
thirty or more years ago, but I did not stay to face my 
students, and I did not talk to them about their papers; 
I marked them either “ Passed” or “ Failed,” and 
then took refuge in another part of England! I think 
that it shows great courage on the part of Mr. Rowland 
Pierce and restraint on the part of the students to take 
part in a meeting of this kind, which, as I have said, 
must be of the greatest value. ‘That is my first im- 
pression from what we have heard this evening. 


My second ‘impression is the extraordinary univers- 
ality of the appeal of the awards made by the R.I.B.A. 
As I listened to the names of the recipients of the awards, 
I realised how widely the net is spread and what a 
wonderful opportunity is open through these awards 
to candidates from all parts of the country, including, 
I was glad to notice, at least one candidate from 
Scotland ! 


If there is one possible criticism that I might make of 


what we have heard this evening, it would be this. 
I suggest that if in future a plan is to be set which 
includes a golf course, slightly more space should be 
allowed than half a mile, which would merely give two 
decent holes one way and two decent holes back again. 
I am glad to think that the competitors were not re- 
quired to plan out the golf course : otherwise criticisms 
might have been heard. Apart from that, and speaking 
seriously, it seems to me that what was said was certainly 
calculated to bring out the very best in the students’ 
work. 


I am in the position of the candidates for the Banister 
Fletcher Essay prize, who in future will have to limit 
themselves to 3,000 words. I have hardly uttered 3,000 


yet, and I certainly do not intend to go to the length of 


10,000 ! I wish to propose a very hearty vote of thanks 


to Mr. Rowland Pierce for his most interesting and most 
thorough review, which evidences what I have always 
noticed in the examinations with which I have been 
concerned, particularly in recent years at the Board of 
Education, that is, the immense conscientiousness of 
the examining bodies. 
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Mr. G. A. JELLICOE |F.], Principal of the Archi- 
tectural Association: I feel proud at being asked to 
second this vote of thanks, not only because I have been 
Principal of the Architectural Association for exactly 
twelve hours, but have known Rowland 
Pierce for a great number of years, and this is probably 
the first time that I have been able to express in public 
my appreciation of his intellect. 

I am going to let you into a secret to-night, and tell 
you something which has been a source of inspiration 
to me ever since I went to the Architectural Association. 
This is the story—it may or may not be true 
Mr. Rowland Pierce won the Rome prize ; at any rate 
it is extraordinarily sound, and I should like to pass 
it on to the students to-night. He won the prize, it is 
said, mainly because he had a programme of work. When 
he received the programme, I am told, he said: “I 
will spend such and such an amount of time in thinking 
about it, so much time in making the sketches, and 
finally by such and such a date I will have the drawings 
in.’ ‘That may seem a small point, but it is the basis 
of reason, and 


because [| 


ot how 


reason, as we know, is the basis of 
architecture at the present day. 

Utilisation of time is an essential study at the present 
day. Lewis Mumford, in Technics and Civilisation, 
has said that punctuality was the success of the bour- 
geoisie in the Middle Ages. ‘That may or may not be so, 
but what it does imply is that anyone who has time 
well in hand has his own intellect well in hand also : 
and I do not think that the best architecture can come 
from that frenzy that leaves five minutes for the execu- 
tion. Balanced judgment is the basis of Mr. Pierce’s 
success in life ; and that, I think, is why we have heard 
to-night such a very distinguished address. 

Of course, Mr. James may have something to say 
about this question of the utilisation of time, because 
I happen to know that Mr. Pierce has put so much time 
into preparing his criticism that during the last three 
weeks he has only designed one fireplace. From 
Mr. Pierce, however, comes the information that this 
is one of the finest of its kind. 

I have very great pleasure in seconding this vote of 
thanks. 

Mr. 8S. ROWLAND PIERCE [F.]: I have already 
spoken too long and said too much—or too little ! 
so that I do not propose to say very much now. I 
thank Mr. Wallis for his kind remarks. It is good to 
know that the Board of Education comes and supports 
us here, and it does, as we know, help us very much 
in our work. With regard to Mr. Jellicoe’s remarks, 
I do not think that I shall ever tell him anything more 
about the ‘‘ Rome” and how it is won; he knows 
too much already! With regard to fireplaces, I had 
better say ‘‘ Come up to the office some time and see.” 
I thank Mr. Wallis and Mr. Jellicoe for their very 
kind remarks, and I thank you all for the way in which 
you have listened to me and accepted this motion. 
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DEED OF AWARD OF PRIZES AND 
STUDENTSHIPS 


To THE GENERAL MEETING, MONDAY, 9 JANUARY 1939 
LADIES AND GENTLEMEN, 

Pursuant to the terms of Byelaw 63, that the Council 
shall, by a Deed of Writing under the Common Seal, award 
the Prizes and Studentships of the year, and announce such 
awards at the next general meeting after the adjudication, the 
Council have the honour to state that they have examined the 
several works and testimonials submitted for the Tite Prize, 
the Victory Scholarship, the Pugin Studentship, the Owen 
Jones Studentship, the R.I.B.A. Silver Medal for an Essay, 
the Banister Fletcher Essay Prize, the Alfred Bossom Travelling 
Studentship, the Godwin and Wimperis Bursary, the Henry 
Saxon Snell Prize, the Hunt Bursary, the Arthur Cates Prize, 
the Florence Bursary, the Athens Bursary, the Ashpitel Prize, 
the R.I.B.A. Silver and Bronze Medals for Students of Schools 
of Architecture recognised for exemption from the Final and 
Intermediate Examinations, the Archibald Dawnay Scholar- 
ships, the R.I.B.A. Prize for Art Schools and Technical Institu- 
tions with Facilities for the Instruction of Intending Architects, 
and the R.I.B.A. Prizes for Public and Secondary Schools. 


The Tite Prize: A Certificate and £50 for the 
Study of Italian Architecture 
One hundred and ninety-three candidates took part in the 
Preliminary Competition, and seventeen were admitted to the 
Final Competition. 
The Council report that in the Final Competition sixteen 
designs for ‘“‘ The Meeting Place of an Academy within the 


Grounds of a Palace ’’ were submitted under the following 


mottoes :— 
“ Gratz” * Circa” ** Avis ” 
“ Oom ” ** Fleur ” ** Loopy ” 
“ Ness ” ** Gaol ”’ ** Betweenuandi ”’ 


“Romeo ” ** Jackass ”’ *¢ Juvarra ”’ 
* Pus” “Fon” “Fara ”’ 
* Rofo ” 

The Council have awarded the Tite Prize and, subject to 
the specified conditions, the sum of £/50, to the author of the 
design submitted under the motto “‘ Gratz,”! and a Certificate 
of Honourable Mention to the author of the design submitted 
under the motto ‘‘ Rofo.’”? 


The Victory Scholarship: A Silver Medal and 
£150 for the Advancement of Professional 
Education 

Ninety-cight candidates took part in the Preliminary Com- 
petition, and of these ten were admitted to the Final Com- 
petition. In addition fourteen candidates were admitted 
direct to the Final Competition. 

The Council report that in the Final Competition twenty 
designs for ‘‘ A Hostel for University Students’? were sub- 
mitted under the following mottoes :— 

** Spider ” ** Andrew ” ** Aye” 
** Jona” ene ** Polychromos ” 
“Kelp” * Uwchlyn ” ** Sub-Rosa ”” 


1** Gratz’: Mr. Robert Brodie Thomson [Student], 15 Beehive 
Road, Sheffield, 10 (The University of Sheffield). 

2“ Rofo”: Mr. Charles Roy Fowkes [Student], 2 The Limes, 
North End Road, Hampstead, N.W.3 (The Northern Polytechnic, 
London). 


** Hoo ” ** Old-Vic ” “Vimo ” 
“Cap ” * Loge” “rip” 

** Nod ” el | dal ** Chirrup ” 
** Plo.” ** Elmjo ” 


The Council have awarded the Victory Scholarship and, 
subject to the specified conditions, the sum of £150 to the 
author of the design submitted under the motto ‘‘ Sub-Rosa ’’ 
and a Certificate of Honourable Mention to the author of the 
design submitted under the motto ‘* Elmjo.’’+ 


The Pugin Studentship: A Silver Medal and 
£75 for the Study of Medizval Architecture of 
Great Britain and Ireland 

Five sets of drawings were submitted by :— 
S. J. Clewer [Student] C. C. Fraser [A.] 
C. H. Hyde [Student] R. C. Stones [ Probationer] 
Edward Sherrin [| Probationer | 

The Council have awarded the Pugin Studentship and, 
subject tovthe specified conditions, the sum of £75 to Mr. S. J. 
Clewer [Student}*® and a Certificate of Honourable Mention 
and the sum of £20 to Mr. C. C. Fraser [A.].° 


The Owen Jones Studentship: A Certificate 

and £100. For the improvement and cultivation 

of knowledge of the successful application of 
colour as a means of architectural expression 

Eleven candidates took part in the Preliminary Competition, 
and seven were admitted to the Final Competition. 

The Council report that in the Final Competition seven 
designs for ‘‘ A National Publicity Pavilion ’”? were submitted 
under the following mottoes :— 

** Crack ” ** August ” 
3ump ” ** Anthony ” 
** Spectrum ” 

The Council have awarded the Owen Jones Certificate and, 
subject to the specified conditions, the sum of £100 to the 
author of the drawings submitted under the motto ‘* August.’’? 


The Royal Institute Silver Medal and £50 for 


“es Pip ” 


“ce Tilly »” 


an Essay 
Eleven Essays were submitted under the following mottoes : 
** Excelsior ”’ sa i ** Goot ” 


‘** Novo ” ** Pike ” ** Hamlet ” 
** Serpent ” ** Delectatio ” “ Ubique ” 
** Plumb ” ** Stemma ” 

The Council have awarded the Silver Medal and £50 to 
the author of the essay entitled ‘“‘ The Architectural Develop- 
ment of the Florentine Villas ’’ submitted under the motto 
* Pike.’’® 





3“ Sub-Rosa”’: Mr. Reginald Cave [4.], 123 Leicester Road, 
Barnet, Herts (Bartlett School of Architecture). 

4“ Elmjo”?: Mr. David E. Lang [Student], c/o Grubb, 6 Lauris- 
ton Gardens, Edinburgh (Edinburgh College of Art). 

5Mr. S. J. Clewer [Student], “* Hillside,” Hyde Lane, Kinver, 
Stourbridge, Worcs (Birmingham School of Architecture). 

6 Mr. C. C. Fraser [A.], 3 Randolph Street, Dunfermline, Scotland 
(Edinburgh College of Art). 

7“ August”? : Mr. Serge G. Kadleigh [Student], 34 Margravine 
Gardens, London, W.6 (The Architectural Association, London). 

8* Pike”? : Miss Kathleen Gibbons [Student], Eaton Villa, 
Clifton Down, Bristol, 8 (The Royal West of England Academy, 
Bristol). 
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The Banister Fletcher Silver Medal and £26 5s. 
for the Study of History of Architecture 

The subject set for this year’s competition was ‘“‘ The 
Development of the English Parish Church in Plan and 
Structure.”’ 

Eleven Essays were submitted under the following mottoes : 

"Vidor *” ** Laboresque ” “ Pinnacle ” 
* Duke ” “* Salt ” ** Tanledon ” 
‘Pot ** Architectus “'Isan” 

** Cantor ” * Bex” 

“ Tanledon,” who was placed first in the competition for 
the R.I.B.A. Banister Fletcher Essay Prize, was not eligible 
to receive the award, having received exemption from the 
R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination more than twelve months 
before the published last date for the receipt of essays in the 
competition. Certificates of Honourable Mention have been 
awarded to the authors of the essays submitted under the 
mottoes “‘ Cantor ’’!° and “ Salt.”’"! 


The Alfred Bossom Travelling Studentship : 
A Gold Medal and £250 for the Study of Com- 
mercial Architecture in America 

Six designs for ‘‘ A Country Club” were submitted under 
the following mottoes :— 

** Aratos ” “Tie” *¢ Jason ” 
** Chios ” ** Chukka ” ** Dopey ” 

“Dopey ’!? and “ Jason,’!* who were placed first and 
second respectively in the competition for the R.I.B.A. Alfred 
Bossom ‘Travelling Studentship, were unfortunately not 
eligible to receive the awards. 

The competition for the Studentship is confined to those 
who have attained the Associateship of the R.I.B.A., and Mr. 
Foley and Mr. Jordan have not yet been elected Associates 
of the R.I.B.A. 


The Godwin and Wimperis Bursary: A Silver 
Medal and £200 for the Study of Works of Modern 
Architecture Abroad 

Five applications were received from :— 
Herbert Thearle [F.] A. T. Marshall [Student] 
W. A. B. Robertson [4.] Allan Johnson [A.] 
W. R. Hall [A.] 
The Council have awarded the Godwin and Wimperis 
Bursary to Mr. Herbert Thearle [F.].'* 


The Henry Saxon Snell Prize: £100 
(Offered jointly by the R.I.B.A. and the Architectural Associa- 
tion for .the study of the improved design and construction 
of hospitals, convalescent homes and asylums for the aged and 

infirm poor.) 
Seven applications were received from :— 
W. E. Fancott [A.] D. A. Goldfinch [A.] 
S. E. T. Cusdin [A.] W. H. King [A.] 
D. R. Harper [A.] E. A. Heppenstall [A.] 
W. J. Wynn [4.] 


” 


9** Tanledon ”: Mr. Noel B. Dant [Student], 6 Robert Adam 
Street, Baker Street, London, W.1 (The Polytechnic, Regent 
Street, London). 

10** Cantor” : Mr. Robert L. Jenkins [Student], 76 Redlands Road, 
Penarth, near Cardiff (The Welsh School of Architecture, Cardiff). 

11° Salt’? : Mr. Norman Harrison [Probationer], 21 Glenaire 
Drive, Baildon, near Shipley, Yorks (Leeds School of Architecture). 

12 Dopey”: Mr. Nelson Foley, 95 Goldsmith Street, Notting- 
ham (The Polytechnic, Regent Street, London). 

13 Jason”: Mr. Stanley Jordan, 82z Portland Place, W.1 
(The Polytechnic, Regent Street, London). 

14Mr. Herbert Thearle, Dip. Arch. (Liverpool) [F.], 66 Rodney 
Street, Liverpool, 1 (Liverpool School of Architecture). 
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The Council have awarded the Henry Saxon Snell Prize 
and, subject to the specified conditions, the sum of £100 to 


Mr. D. R. Harper [A.].1° 


The Hunt Bursary: £60 for the Encouragement 
of the Study of Housing and Town Planning 
Seven applications were received from :— 
W. A. B. Robertson [A.] R. D. Lawson [A.] 
Richard Thompson [4.] E. W. Parker [A.] 
C. F. Allan [Student] \. G. Ling [A.] 
Douglas Murray [Student] 
The Council have awarded the Hunt Bursary to Mr. A. G. 
Ling [A.].1° 


The Arthur Cates Prize: £75 
(In the current year the prize was offered for the promotion 
of Architecture in relation to the application of geometry to 
vaulting, stability of edifice and design. 
One application was received from : 
Mr. W. T. C. Walker [A.] 
The Council have awarded the Arthur Cates Prize to 
Mer. W.. F.C. Watker (4.1.7 
The Henry L. Florence Bursary: £350 for the 
Study of Greek, Hellenistic and Byzantine Archi- 
tecture of the Mediterranean Basin 
The Council, on the recommendation of the President of 
the R.I.B.A. in consultation with the Officers of the Board of 
Architectural Education, have awarded the Bursary to Mr. 
Arnold Silcock [F.].! 


The Athens Bursary: £100 for Study at the 
British School at Athens 

The Council, on the recommendation of the President of 
the R.I.B.A. in consultation with the Officers of the Board of 
Architectural Education and Mr. Henry M. Fietcher [F.], 
R.I.B.A. representative on the Council of the British School 
at Athens, have awarded the Athens Bursary to Dr. R. Brad- 
bury, B.A., M.Sc., D.Phil. [A.].?° 


The Ashpitel Prize, 1938 

The Council have, on the recommendation of the Board of 
Architectural Education, awarded the Ashpital Prize (which 
is a Prize of Books, value £20, awarded to the candidate who, 
taking the Final Examination to qualify as an Associate, shall 
most highly distinguish hiraself among the candidates in the 
Final Examinations of the year) to Mr. George Gaze Pace 
[Student],2° Probationer 1932, Student 1936, and who passed 
the Final Examination held in December 1938. 


The R.I.B.A. Silver Medal and £5 in Books for 
Students of Schools of Architecture Recognised 
for Exemption from the Final Examination 
The Council have awarded the Silver Medal and £5 in 
books for the best set of drawings submitted at the Annual 
18 Mr. D. R. Harper, B.Arch.Liverpool [A.], 10 Dellcott Close, 
Welwyn Garden City, Herts (Liverpool School of Architecture). 
16Mr. A. G. Ling, B.A.Hon.(Arch.)Lond., A.M.T.P.I. [4.], 39 
Howitt Road, Belsize Park, London, N.W.3 (Bartlett School of 

Architecture). 

17Mr. W. T. C. Walker [A.], British School at Rome, Valle 
Giulia, Rome 51, Italy (Edinburgh College of Art). 

18Mr. Arnold Silcock [F.], The Studio, 29 Abercorn Place, 
St. John’s Wood, London, N.W.8. 


19Dr. Ronald Bradbury, B.A.(Arch.)Mancr., M.Sc., D.Phil. 


[A.], 67 King Street, South Shields (The University of Manchester). 
20 Mr. George Gaze Pace [Student], 9 Eldon Avenue, Shirley, 
Croydon, Surrey (The Polytechnic, Regent Street, London). 
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Exhibition of designs by Students of Schools of Architecture 
recognised for exemption from the Final Examination to 
Mr. Frank Booth [Student],21 of the Leeds School of Architec- 
ture, and a Certificate of Honourable Mention to Mr. D. P. 
Thomas [Student],22 of the Liverpool School of Architecture, 
University of Liverpool. 


The R.I.B.A. Bronze Medal and £5 in Books for 
Students of Schools of Architecture Recognised for 
Exemption from the Intermediate Examination 

The Council have awarded the Bronze Medal and £5 in 
books for the best set of drawings submitted at the Annual 
Exhibition of designs by Students of Schools of Architecture 
recognised for exemption from the Intermediate Examination 


to Mr. Geoffrey Robson [Probationer],?* of the School of 


Architecture, The Architectural Association, London. 


Three 
For the 


The Archibald Dawnay Scholarships : 
Scholarships of the value of £50 each: 
Advanced Study of Construction 
The Council have awarded Archibald Dawnay Scholarships 
to Mr. J. R. M. Poole [Student], of the School of Architecture, 
The Polytechnic, Regent Street, London ; Mr. T. E. Fennell 
[Student], of The School of Architecture, King’s College, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne ; and Mr. J. B. Hall [Student], of the School 
of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. 


The R.I.B.A. Prize for Art Schools and Technical 
Institutions with Facilities for the Instruction 
of Intending Architects 

Five sets of drawings were submitted. 
The Council have awarded the prize, being books to the 
value of £5, to Mr. Anthony Petty [Student],?* of the Depart- 


21Mr. Frank Booth [Student], ‘‘ Craiglands,’ Halifax Road, 
Hartshead Moor, Cleckheaton, Yorks (Leeds School of Architecture). 

22 Mr. Dewi P. Thomas [Student], 23 Ducie Street, Liverpool, 8 
(Liverpool School of Architecture). 

23 Mr. Geoffrey Robson [Probationer|, 95 Aston Road, Dudley, 
Worcs (The Architectural Association, London). 

24 Mr. Anthony Petty [Student], 11 Welbeck Avenue, Southampton 
(Department of Architecture, The Municipal School of Art, Ports- 
mouth). 
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ment of Architecture, The Municipal School of Art, Ports- 
mouth. 


The R.I.B.A. Prizes for Public and Secondary 
Schools 
A. Prizes for Essays. 
Sixteen Essays were submitted. 
The Council have made the following awards :— 


(1) A prize of £3 3s. to Madge Walker, of the Convent of 


Our Lady of Compassion, Olton, Birmingham, for her 
essay on ‘‘ Olton Court.” 

2) Aprize of £1 1s. to E. W. Fenton, of the Drax Grammar 
School, Yorks, for his essay on ‘* Drax Parish Church.” 

B. Prizes for Sketches. 

Thirty-six sets of sketches were submitted. 

The Council have made the following awards :— 

1) A prize of £3 3s. to G. M. Harper, of the Grammar 
School, Dudley, for his miscellaneous sketches. 

(2) A prize of £2 2s. to Alan H. Hughes, of Whitgift 
Middle School, Croydon, for his drawings of Whitgift 
Hospital, Croydon. 

(3) A prize of £1 1s. to J. S. Whyte, of The Academy, 
Alloa, for his miscellaneous sketches. 


In Witness whereof the Common Seal has 
been hereunto affixed this ninth day of 
January Nineteen Hundred and Thirty- 
nine at a Meeting of the Council. 


A. H. Moserty, Chairman. 


Members 
of Council. 


E. STANLEY HALL 
Husert LIpBETTER 


W. H. ANnsE.LL, Hon. Secretary. 


IAN MacAtIsTER, Secretarv. 
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REDEVELOPMENT OF CENTRAL AREAS 
IN LIVERPOOL 


L. H. Keay [F.], City Architect. Assistants responsible, at Caryl Gardens and Warwick Gardens, W. T 


at Gilbert Street, L. C. Howitt { A.| 


Until the Act of 1935, Government housing policy 
envisaged its problems as being the provision of single 
family houses on virgin land and also of houses or flats 
on the sites of buildings demolished as unfit for habita- 
tion. The idea of replanning and redeveloping whole 
built-up areas only became effective with that Act. 
Under the old policy rebuilding was restricted by existing 
roads, which could not be altered except by obtaining 
special powers. Some of the houses in an obsolescent 
area might not be so far deteriorated as to merit con- 
demnation; cases even occurred where a few haphazardly 
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wiss [L.], and 


placed houses of sound condition in a terrace prevented 
effective rebuilding of the whole. The Act of 1935 
gave powers to local authorities both to replan street 


lines and to purchase compulsorily such buildings—ev 


en 


though they were fully habitable—as it would be desir- 


able to remove in order effectively to replan a 
redevelop an area. 
The first city in England to present for approva 


nd 


ie 


scheme under the new Act was Liverpool. Although 
for over half a century it had been the policy of the 


city to rehouse on the site of their previous dwellings 


a 
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Caryl Gardens 


large proportion of the tenants displaced by slum clear- 
ance, it was not until the new Act came into force that 
really extensive work could be carried out. 

The real necessity for the Act, if slum clearance were 
to be fully effective, was well illustrated by Mr. L. H. 
Keay [F.], first the Housing Director and now the 
City Architect of Liverpool, when he said* :— 

**T need only briefly recall some of the conditions 
which exist in the centre of most large towns to-day. 
Behind the main thoroughfares are to be found narrow 
streets, unsuited to modern transport, and often only 
used as playgrounds by the children of the district ; 
badly planned houses, many erected before the intro- 
duction of building byelaws ; a lack of air space ; a 
general low standard of amenity ; and overcrowding. 
The dwellings are overcrowded not always because 
alternative accommodation on the newly developed 
estates of the authority has been unobtainable, but 
because the tenants of the older houses, for good reasons 
of their own, have been unwilling or unable to leave 
the business areas of the town. 

* “Housing and the Redevelopment of Central Areas,’ by 


L. H. Keay, O.B.E. [F.]. A Paper read at the R.I.B.A., and 
reprinted in the JOURNAL, 23 November 1935. 


** The most casual survey will also disclose the wasteful 
use of land and buildings ; the unsatisfactory street 
planning ; and the almost entire lack of open space and 
those amenities we now deem essential. Here and there 
houses which were unsuitable to live in have been 
adapted for use as small business premises, but which 
are equally unsuitable to work in. The properties 
usually belong to a number of small speculators, and for 
that reason a comprehensive redevelopment scheme by 
the several owners is unlikely. The only buildings 
worthy of preservation are those owned by the local 
authority and the churches, which have often been 
erected by the contributions of the inhabitants of the 
locality. 

“Evidence is not wanting of the unsatisfactory 
conditions which result by rebuilding on small isolated 
sites, and a repetition of individual action by small 
owners cannot be contemplated. It was largely because 
this was permitted towards the end of the last century 
that the undesirable planning of the smaller roads has 
remained and presents a problem to be dealt with 
to-day.” 

Mr. Keay went on to outline the advantages of central 
redevelopment, both to the tenant and the community, 
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as opposed to removal to a suburban estate. ‘The 
tenant is saved transport costs and the waste of time 
and energy which travelling involves, and the com- 
munity avoids additional transport difficulties in the 
already congested traffic roads. Light and air and 
space for recreation can be provided within the area, 
and existing amenity buildings and services can continue 
in use. 

During the past year considerable progress has been 
made in the eight-year slum clearance programme of 
the City of Liverpool. The illustrations we are able to 
reproduce are of particular interest, as they represent 
the initial schemes in two important redevelopment 
areas both situated in the south end of the city, one 
known as the Pitt Street and Kent Square Area, 42 
acres in extent, the other the Warwick Street Area of 
52 acres. 

At the present time Liverpool is carrying out re- 
development in no fewer than six different areas, and 
whilst the whole of the works will not be completed 
within the period of eight years laid down for the first 
part of the slum clearance operations, a marked change 
will have been made at the end of that time in a con- 
siderable part of the older residential districts. 

The flats at Caryl Gardens, of which a plan is shown, 
are interesting in view of the many amenities provided 
for the tenants residing there. In addition to the rest 
gardens available for aged tenants, there are playgrounds 
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with a liberal supply of gymnastic apparatus for both 
infants and juniors, and in the sub-basements of one of 
the blocks considerable space has been made available 
for a boys’ club and a girls’ club, whilst a gas-heated 
drying room has also been provided on the ground 
level, where tenants can take their clothes after washing 
and call for them after an interval of about half an hour, 
for which service no charge is made. An _ unusual 
feature of this group of flats is the House of Rest which 
has been erected for the reception of the dead pending 
burial. 

Adjoining Caryl Gardens is another group of flats 
known as Warwick Gardens, in which a children’s 
meals centre is provided, and following continental 
practice shops occupy positions on the ground floor 
at the end of two of these blocks. Both these groups of 
flats have been erected to house tenants displaced from 
the immediate vicinity and to allow more rapid clearance 
of sites in the body of the redevelopment area. 

In the Pitt Street and Kent Square area, which is 
nearer to the centre of the city, in addition to two blocks 
of flats already occupied, there has been completed 
further group of go flats in Gilbert Street, and in the 
immediate future commencement will be made at the 
south end of the area on part of the frontage of Great 
George Street, the facade of which will front to the large 
open space which it is intended should ultimately be 
laid out between the cathedral and Great George Street. 
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Above : Warwick Gardens, showing the shops at the ends of the blocks 

Left : Caryl Gardens ; the main entrance 

E 
Cor 
In both the schemes referred to the flats are five of 
storeys in height and may be regarded as reinforced ake 
concrete-framed structures ; fire-proof floors are used i, 
throughout, and the walls are faced with light wave -_ 
rustic bricks of golden brown colour ; the windows are — 
steel casements in wood frames, except at Gilbert Street, ~ 
where steel sub-frames and sills are also used. In it 1 
order to avoid unsightly wireless aerials, these are fixed tha 
in the roof at the time of construction and plugs are a 
provided in each of the living rooms of the flats. The a8 
accommodation varies from bed-living room to five- first 
bedroom flats, and in most cases a private balcony is = 
provided to the living rooms in addition to the access _ 
balcony at the rear of the flats. In all cases, in addition : : 
to the playing spaces, which are covered with tarmac, a — 
number of planted areas are provided on to which “ 
most of the flats look out. it fi 
The system of construction used facilitates the speed reg 
of erection, and it is generally found that the outside fied 
carcass of the flats can be erected at the rate of one hall 
floor a month. Where possession can be obtained of resi 
the whole of a site on commencement of a_ contract Fir 
groups of flats up to 200 in number are usually completed rep 
within twelve months. uni 
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REVIEW OF CONSTRUCTION AND MATERIALS 


This series is compiled from all sources contributing technical information of use to architects. 
many research bodies, both official and industrial, individual experts and the R.I.B.A. Science and A.R.P. Committees. 
made to ensure that the informaticn given shall be as accurate and authoritative as possible. 
matters covered by this section; they should be addressed to the Technical Editor. 
numbers which are likely to be of use to those members seeking technical information. 
specialised branches of research whose addresses can be obtained from the Technical Editor. 


These sources are principally the 
Every effort 1s 
Questions are invited from readers on 
The following are addresses and telephone 
There are many other bodies dealing with 
We would remind readers that these 


bodies exist for the service of Architects and the Building Industry and are always pleased to answer enquiries. 


The Director, The Building Research Station, Garston, Nr. Watford, Herts. Telegrams : 


9.30 to 5.30. Saturdays 9 to 12.30. 


The Director, The Forest Products Research Laboratory, Princes Risborough, Bucks. 
Office hours, 9.15 to 5.30. 
The Director, The British Standards Institution, 28 Victoria Street, London, S.W.1. 
Saturdays 9.30 to 12.30. 


“© Timberlab Princes Risborough.” 


“* Standards Sowest London.” Office hours, 9.30 to 5. 


= Re search Phone Watford.” 


Office hours : 


Telephone : Princes Risborough1o1. Telegrams : 
Saturdays 9.15 to 12. 
Telephone : Victoria 3127 and 3128. Telegrams: 


The Technical Manager, The Building Centre, Ltd., 158 New Bond Street, London, W.1. Telephone : Regent 2701, 2705. Office hours, 


10 to 6. Saturdays 10 to 1. 


The Chief Technical Officer, The Building Centre (Scotland) Ltd., 425-7 Sauchiehall Street, Glasgow, ( 


0372-0373. 
COMMERCIAL A.R.P. PRODUCTS 

The R.JI.B.A. A.R.P. Committee in considering the 
scope of their work have decided, among other matters, 
to review the resources in materials that are available in 
the open market. ‘They would therefore like to receive 
from commercial firms particulars of any products which 
are marketed as having use in Structural A.R.P. Corres- 
pondence should be addressed to the Secretary of the 
A.R.P. Committee at the R.I.B.A. Samples should not 
be sent as these will be asked for if required. 

FIRE-RESISTING ENCASEMENT OF 
STRUCTURAL STEELWORK 

From 1 January new regulations of the London 
County Council regarding the fire-resisting encasement 
of structural steelwork have become operative. ‘These 
permit the use of fire encasement other than that hitherto 
required in the building byelaws. ‘This event marks 
an important change in the principle of safety building 
regulations. Until recently specification was always 
in terms of thickness of certain established materials. 
It was common knowledge to architects and engineers 
that this practice tended to prevent progress in struc- 
tural design and that building byelaws were always 
lagging, restricting the application of new ideas. ‘The 
first signs of change were seen in the Steelwork Code 
and Reinforced Concrete Code, where specification by 
the qualities instead of the thicknesses of materials made 
a first tentative appearance. ‘The new fire-resisting 
encasement regulations of the L.C.C. mark a further 
and very important step. 

The use of any material is now permitted, provided 
it fulfils the requirements of certain tests laid down in the 
regulations. Buildings and parts of buildings are classi- 
fied in terms of fire-resistance in two-hour, one-hour and 
half-hour periods. ‘This method of regulating fire- 
resistance has been made possible by the work of the 
Fire Testing Station, which, as has been previously 
reported here, is examining a wide range of structural 
units in order to discover their periods of resistance to 
the action of fire, regulated to a standard time-tem- 


Office hours, 9.30 to 6. Saturdays 9.30 to 1. 


fy </ 


.2. Telephone: Douglas 


¢ 


perature curve. It is gratifying that the L.C.C. have 
made it possible to reflect in building practice the 
findings of research, even indeed before the latter have 
been published. It is to be hoped that other authorities 
in this country will quickly follow the lead given them. 

Briefly, the effects of this new regulation are likely 
to be: (1) To reduce the thickness of fire encasement 
and thus to give increased floor space ; (2) to cause 
new lightweight encasing materials to come into use, 
thus reducing the deadloads of structures; (3) to 
eliminate the use of fire encasement in certain cases ; 
(4) to reduce the cost of encasement. 


RAINWATER GOODS 

The influence of the practising architect on the design of 
manufactured building accessories would make an interesting 
study. Indeed, a history of recent architectural development 
might well be solely illustrated from the advertisement pages 
of technical journals. Obviously the influence is powerful, 
though much of it is indirect. Also there is, or has been 
until recently, a noticeable time lag between the expression 
of requirements and their supply as stock articles by manu- 
facturers. Many trade catalogues still illustrate articles 
which the majority of architects at the present time would 
not select, even though in some cases these articles may still 
be saleable to certain sections of the general public. In 
general, it is a matter of design, and many manufacturers 
have been slow to follow the newer, simplified ideas. There 
have, however, been some notable instances where manu- 
facturers have consulted architects direct for the design of 
new articles, and the practice is a growing one. It calls for 
very close collaboration and study both of the qualities of 
the materials used and the potentialities of the market. An 
excellent example of such collaboration is a new series of cast- 
iron rainwater heads produced by Messrs. Sloan & Davidson, 
Ltd. They have employed Mr. Stephen Simpson [4.] to 
make a series of thirty-two designs, all of which are simple 
and attractive. Opinions will doubtless differ as to which 
are the better designs, but architects would be advised to 
have the catalogue—itself an attractive production—in their 
Though the designs are for cast iron, the makers 
Their address 


offices. 
will also execute them in lead on demand. 
is Carrick Foundry, Stanningley, 


I eeds. 
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THE LIBRARY CATALOGUE 
Volume II 


The second volume of the library catalogue has been published at last, and 
thus one of the biggest tasks undertaken by the library in the whole of its history 


has been accomplished. 


Naturally we want members to know about the 


catalogue, to use it and if possible to buy it. On the following pages are a few 
notes about the catalogue and a few letters that have been received during the 
last few days from people whose comments on a work of this sort are worth attention 


WHAT THE CATALOGUE DOES 

Volume II of the catalogue is a classified index to 
Volume I, which is an author catalogue of every book 
or pamphlet in the library. The purpose of Volume II 
is to give every user of the library a direct answer to 
the commonest question of all: ‘“‘ What bouks have you got 
on my subject?” Volume II gives the answer ; it shows 
the specialist his special books separated from the general 


books, it shows the general student the broad scope of 


the literature available and, perhaps most important to 

members of the R.I.B.A., it shows clearly what 

books are in the loan library. All the tedious waste 

of time writing to and fro, ‘‘ have you got this?” ; “ is it 
in the loan library ?”’ can now be saved. 
HOW TO USE IT 

The entries are classified so that the sequence passes 

logically, or as nearly so as possible, from one subject 


or aspect of a subject to those related to it. Use of 


the catalogue is simple. Whatever a reader may want 
a simple process of enquiry will bring him to the pages 
in the catalogue where every book or pamphlet in the 
library will be recorded by its author’s name and its 
date of publication. Anyone who wants merely to 


see if the library has a copy of some particular book 
will find, we hope, that we have it and that a copy is in 
the loan library. If he wants, for instance, the earliest or 
latest book on dry rot, by turning to the appropriate 
place he will find a list of 22 books under that specific 
heading from a pamphlet by John Papworth, published 
in 1803, to the latest D.S.I.R. publication, and in 
addition will find grouped near all the other references 
having any relation to dry rot: timber preservation, 
timber decay, forestry, etc. Their full titles and sizes 
can be found by reference to Volume I. 


The reader who wants to collect data on some special 


type of building will find that the complete range of 


books on each type is grouped so that he can see at a 
glance if much or anything has been written to help 
him. The historian will get his information on the 
books on each period or country or type more easily 
than in any other published catalogue. 


The library is not complete, but it is more 
complete than any other, and thus more likely to 
provide the student with what he wants. Whatever his 
subject of study, he is almost sure to find something here 
that he needs. The field of architecture has been widely 
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defined to include numberless subjects only loosely 
related to architecture, such as topography, the fine 
arts, some branches of social science, and so on ;_ but 
the scope is not wide at the expense of thoroughness 
and precision within the more limited field of architec- 
ture. Great care has always been taken to make the 
collection as complete as the funds of the Institute could 
allow. One use of the catalogue will be to act as a 
guide to our deficiencies as well as to our wealth and 
to be stimulus to members to suggest improvements 
and to generous friends to give to the collection. 


ANALYSIS OF CONTENTS 


Phe following are approximately the number of pages given 
to some of the principal subjects. (There are between 50 and 
80 references on any one page.) 


Building Science, 


including Surveying and Engineering ns 65 
Art generally and Allied Arts .. ae fe 30 
Town Planning .. #6 ia os S08 25 
Architecture ac nn ne at ee 230 

including History ee “s 44 

Types of Buildings 120 
Topography = 75 
Biography 15 


The catalogue concludes with a comprehensive alphabetical 
subject index, which includes a topographical index, so that 
the reader can be guided with the minimum of trouble to the 
parts of the catalogue dealing with every conceivable subject 
and every place on which any architectural literature exists 
in the library. 


THE PREFACE 


The interval of one year between the publication of 


Volume I, the author catalogue, in November 1937 and 
that of the present volume has been longer than was anticipated. 
Not only in the fact of printing, but in the provision of verbal 
headings and ad hoc cross-references and general co-ordination, 
the preparation of such a work involves much more than is 
required for the simply class-numbered and automatically 
duplicated entries now becoming familiar among libraries 
and information services. Whether the extra labour has been 


justified by the permanence and attempted thoroughness of the 


work, users alone can say. 


It is hoped that this class-index will serve an important 
secondary purpose by showing the gaps in the collection, 
especially in the less conspicuous subjects, thus enabling these 
lo be filled by subsequent purchase or presentation. 


In the first volume acknowledgments were made of the help 
received from many experts in the revision of the classification. 
The effects of their help are seen even more in this volume 
than in the first. We wish also to express again our gratitude 
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In order to fill the gap between the dates of publication of 
volumes I and II full entries relating to all books received 
subsequent to the date of Volume I, up to April 1938, are 
included in this volume. 

The price of the second volume is 15s. to members, or 
17s. 6d. by post ; £1 10s. to non-members, or £1 12s. 6d. by 
post. Orders should be sent to the R.I.B.A., 66 Portland 
Place, W.1, and should be accompanied by cheques made 
payable to the Secretary, Royal Institute of British Architects. 

The complete work can be had for £1 16s. to members, 
plus charge for postage ; or £3 10s. to non-members, plus 
charge for postage. 

Orders should be sent in as soon as possible as more than 
half the copies printed have already been bought. 


TO VOLUME II 


to the printers on the conclusion of a work the success of which 
depends on the quality of their contribution more than most 
readers are aware. Finally, all those who use the catalogue 
and the R.I.B.A, as an institution, whose prestige is enhanced 
by its publication, have one person in particular to thank, 
Mr. H. V. Molesworth Roberts, who, in addition to con- 
tinuing what in the hands of a less expert worker would be the 
whole-time routine duties of library cataloguer, has completed 
almost unaided the work involved in the compilation of the 
catalogue. 

Inevitably perhaps the final words with reference to the 
publication of the catalogue of a living library must contain 
some regrets. No catalogue is quite up to date, no catalogue 
contains everything that everyone wants to find in it, no catalogue 


for these and many other reasons can be perfect, but the RBA. 


is glad to have been enabled to open the contents of the library 
to the scrutiny and also to the use and service of the world. 
[f by the publication of the catalogue any advance 1s made in 
architectural studies, the purp f its editors will have been 


fulfilled. 
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LETTERS 


The following letters, which we are proud to be able to 

publish, are some that have been received since publication. 

They express the opinions of people who know and use the 
catalogue 


From THE PRESIDENT 

** Perhaps the largest and most complete, and certainly 
the most famous, special architectural library in the world.” 
That is the description, and the true description, of our 
library in the opening paragraph of the preface to its new 
catalogue. The catalogue itself seems to me to deserve 
superlatives of equal honour. It is difficult to imagine one 
better arranged or more convenient for reference. The 
compilers of it deserve the warmest of congratulations and 
thanks. As is well known its first publication has been made 
possible by a generous gift towards the cost of it from Sir 
Banister Fletcher. No benefaction could have been of greater 
service to architecture. 

To a great many architects the notion of adding to the 
books on their shelves a book that is only a bibliography 
may be a new one. It is a very good notion notwithstanding. 
Most of us, when seeking information and not knowing where 
to find it, feel slightly intimidated by the very large card 
catalogue in the library, and invoke the help of the staff. 
That help is always forthcoming and always invaluable, 
but if our wants are not exactly specific nobody except our- 
selves can be expected to interpret them. The catalogue 
properly used can show us what we want and next where it is 
to be found. We look first in the classified list that forms the 
second volume, helping ourselves when necessary by the very 
complete index of it that is provided. We find in that volume 
the names of authors dealing with the matter of our enquiry, 
and follow those names up in the first volume, which is a 
catalogue by authors. We then know what to ask for when 
we go to the library, and have probably also picked up the 
names of other books not directly dealing with our subject 
that it would nevertheless be useful to consult. 


I hope that this catalogue will have a large sale, because 
I am sure that everyone who buys will be very glad afterwards 
that he has done so. It is wonderfully clear both in arrange- 
ment and in printing and very cheap indeed for what it is. 
Later in the preface than my first quotation comes the 
** claim ”’ to be *‘ the most complete architectural bibliography 
that has yet been published.”’ I think no one will doubt 
that this last claim is as true as the first one. 


From MR. ARTHUR T. BOLTON [F.], Curator of 
the Sir John Soane’s House and Museum, 
Lincoln’s Inn Fields 


The R.I.B.A. is very much to be congratulated on the 
new library catalogue. The Brandon Donation (1834-88) 
has long been seriously out of date and those who were so 
fortunate as to possess the Henry Avery, of Columbia College, 
New York (1895), used to envy that magnificently produced 
architectural catalogue. It was too little known in England. 


It has one useful feature that might have been followed—the 





dates of the authors where they are known. My own 
acquaintance with the R.1I.B.A. library goes back to 1882, or 3, 
when by the kindness of Professor Roger Smith I was given 
a card. Beazley was librarian in those days and whenever 
you handed back a book he used to precisely enquire had 
you noticed any marks made in it? The loan collection was 
a lamentably poor one in those days and the present-day 
student has much to be thankful for. The very moderate 
price for the two volumes should secure a wide distribution. 


From MR. EVELYN SHAW, C.V.O., Hon. General 
Secretary of the British School at Rome 


I have just seen the final volume of the R.I.B.A. Library 
Catalogue and I cannot let the occasion pass without a word 
of congratulation to you on the completion of a really monu- 
mental work. You must be very proud of this achievement 
because it now makes what must be the most complete and 
comprehensive library of architecture in the world readily 
accessible to everyone, for I take it that no important library 
can afford to be without a copy of this unique contribution to 
the bibliography of architecture. 

I am astounded at the low price of the production, even for 
those who are not, like myself, privileged to buy it at a special 
rate, but I see that it is through the generosity of Sir Banister 
Fletcher that you are enabled to bring the price of the work 
within the means of those who will make most use of it. It 
is certainly a gold mine for architects. 

I am taking a set out to the school at Rome next week. 


From MR. JAMES ROSS, City Librarian of Bristol, 
where there is one of the best collections of 
architectural books in any city library in 
England 


I would like to add my tribute to the catalogue of the 
Royal Institute of British Architects, the second volume of 
which has been published recently. The catalogue is a 
notable addition to bibliographical literature and deserves 
to find a place in all reference libraries in this country and 
abroad. It is an admirable key to what is acknowledged to 
be the most important architectural library in the world. 
Of its value to librarians, bibliographers, architects, and 
indeed to all interested in architectural and related subjects, 
there can be no doubt. The books contained in the library 
cover every conceivable subject related to architecture. 
Here are authoritative books illustrating all periods of archi- 
tecture and monographs on the most remarkable buildings 
in the world. Among many notable works recorded are 
those by Barozzi, Dietterlin, Ferrerio and Falda, Hondius, 
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Inigo Jones, Philibert de L’Orme, Joseph Nash, Niccolini, 
Palladio, Piranesi, Rubens, many rare editions of Vitruvius 
and the earliest known architectural work published in 
England— The First and Chief Grounds of Architecture, by John 
Shute (1563). 

The “ get-up ” of the catalogue is excellent and worthy of 
the collection of books it describes. The entries are clear and 
adequate and both parts of the catalogue are easy and pleasant 
to consult. 

| have been greatly impressed with the thoroughness and 
accuracy of the work and the editor and his colleagues are 
to be congratulated on a fine achievement. ‘The publication 
adds to the prestige of the Royal Institute of British Architects. 


From MR. SYDNEY TATCHELL [F.] 

In congratulating you, your able staff, and the R.1.B.A 
generally on the completion of the library catalogue I am 
using no mere form of words. Sir Banister Fletcher’s wise 
and munificent gift has made it possible for the Institute to 
produce for those who practise our art, as well as for its 
patrons, a most comprehensive catalogue of what is probably 
the finest architectural library in the world, and at an absurdly 
small cost out of all proportion to its real value. No architect 
should hesitate to take advantage of this unique opportunity 
of adding these magnificent volumes to his library. 
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From MR. EDWIN GUNN [A.] 

The catalogue is indeed a great achievement. I do not see 
how any country member can afford to do without it—town 
members, I fear, may continue to pester the obliging library 
staff, though I must say that, as a former town member for 
30 years or so, I never knew of half the treasures you. have ! 
It is not much good having things in store unless you know what 
you have 

P.S.—It is some additional satisfaction to m 
know that the printer of the cataloguc F. J. 
major of 53rd Siege Battery in which I was for a time a 
second lieutenant. 


From MR. D. BROOKE [A.], Librarian of the Liver- 
pool School of Architecture 


Only persons who have attempted work of a similar nature 


now everyone can find out. 
e personally to 
Parsons) was 


will be able to appreciate the vast amount of patience, labour, 
research and agers Ae which have been given to the 
preparation of the catalog of the R.I.B.A. library. 

At first glance it is overwhelming in its range, but after 
careful examination it becomes quite.casy to use and one 
realises the logic of the arrangemen 

Every architectural school will have a copy for reference 
and no architectural office can hope to keep abreast of the 


times without a copy available for constant use. 


Further correspondence on the catalogue has been held 
over for publication in the next number. 


THE INSTITUTE’S APPEAL 


The following is the second list of donations and promises of increased subscriptions received 


up to g January in response to the appeal issued to all members and honorary members 


and students on 16 December 


DONATIONS 








, ere . ae | Ls. 
“A. C. B.” [Student] ‘ 3 0 0 A. V. Cotton and F. V. Hulme C. C. Gray [A.] es ae I I Oo 
Anonymous [Student] .. Af: 10 6 FEE x. 4 4 °0 P. W. Haine [L.] 3 3 0 
Anonymous [A.] a Ss: 10 Antonio do Couto [H.C. MM.) — o o J. O B Mitch [Aj] 3 3.0 
Charles M. C. Armstrong LF. 3 3 0 Charles Cowles-Voysey [F.] .. 5 5 O W. J. Jobson [4A.] < i £2 
H. E. Ayris [Z.] 2 2 0 K. M. B. Cross [F.] .. es ae. R. D. Johnson [Student] oF : £4 
J. Barrington Baker [. 4. | 2 2 0 T. H. W. Dance [Z.] r i“6 W. A. Johnson [F.]_.. oe 5 oo 
Thomas Barron [Hon. A.] : 2 @ P. B. Dannatt [F.] 2 2 0 J. Herbert Jones [F.] .. i az % 
Ralph Barrows pane g Oo Alec Davidson [Z.] a Navroji Hormasje Katrak 
A. W. Betts [A.] $ 3 © S. Reyner Day [Z.] 2 2 0 [Ret. M.S.A.] . ; aw ae ee 
Jack Blanchard [Z.] .. - 2 & @ Jobe ZL. Denman (F] 31 10 O G. E. Kendall [F. on “ i 5:0 
S. W. Bradshaw [4.] i I * © Gilbert Dickinson [A.] 10 6 Albert Lakeman LJ si ~~ = se 
C. W. Brown [4.] ~- i 3 oo William Dootson [Z.] .. . 3 oO Frederic Lawrence [F.] og ley Ree a 
Percy V. Burnett [F. ‘? 5 5 O W. L. Duncan [F.] 2 . & © F. O. Lechmere-Oertel [Rt. F.] ? 2 10 
S. E. Burrett [L.] cf £ © J. M. Edwards [Student] a 10 O J. H. Liddington [Z.] .. 1010 O 
F. Raymond Brayshaw [L. .. 2 2 0 Herbert O. Ellis [F.] ae i.e G. G. Lynes [Rt. L.]} bia 10 Oo 
Eustace H. Button [F.] 5 5 0 Moustapha Fahmy [H.C.M.] 10 0 O N. A. Lyon [Student] .. ae 10 6 
Lt.-Col. H. P. Cart de Lafon- Horace Farquharson [F.] Re 5 5 O T. Forbes Maclennan [F.] 21 0 0 
taine [F.] .. toto © =F. G. Blatnan [2] ... 2 2 0 James T. McNeill [L.] 3 3 0 
D. C hamberlaine [Student] ee t to Edward H. Forster [L.] , 111 6 J. Macrae [ZL.] 1 zr © 
F. V. Scott Chard [A.] : 220 Arthur Frearson [Student] - 19 © James Melvin [A.] 2 0 0 
Ernest A. Chilton [F.] ee 5 5 0 Lt.-Col. Ernest Gee [F.] ne 5 5 O David H. Mills [ Student] : ¥ »@ 
Percy A. Coad [Z.] .. ie je -8 Sir W. Alfred Gelder [F.]_.. 5 5 O Clayton Minchin [Z.] 2 2 0 
Herbert Collins [A.] .. i —&§ & © A. Graham Glen [4.] 5 5 0 S. W. Neighbour [Z.] $ 3 © 
L. John Collmann [4.] : © Andrew Gray [F.] 2 0 0 R. W. B. Parsons [Student] i Fr © 
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DONATIONS—(Continued) 
. & £8 ; ae a 
George L. Pepler [Hon. A.] .. 5 0 O Harry Simcock [A.]_ . = 2 2 0 Ernest Wilson [4.] Re oe 
R. Lovell Phillips [A.] -. 3 3 0. A. Hamilton Smith [Hon. A.] 2 0 0 Joseph Wilson [4.] __ .. 3 3 «OO TH 
H. O. & E. Prestwich [L./F.] .. 25 0 oO Terence W. Snailum [A.]__.. 2 2 0 L. C. Wood [ Student | ie % 
Edgar Quiggin [F.]_ .. wa e £ © F. L. Sturrock [Student] SG 2 0 0 John E. Yerbury [F.] : 57 5 © 
H. A. Rees [A.] ; .. 1 0 0 Basi! M. Sullivan [F.] .. toro o W.C.. Young [4] .. 10 10 0 i 
Alexander S. Reid [A. ] 4 fk <e L. Tattersfield [L.].. es 2 2 0 DONATIONS FROM R.I. B. A. ALLIED 
Professor C. H. Reilly [F.] .. 10 10 oO Russell W. Tippetts [A.] sh a SOCIETIES too! 
H. J. Risbridger [A.] .. a 3 3 0 F. H. Tulloch [Rt. F.] sie 5 O O Manchester Society of Archi- mel 
E. Roughley [L.] x ee Thomas Tyrwhitt [F.] ea 5 5 Oo tects .. - ue « 25 © 0 of 
Harold G. Rowlands [L. } « 116 © F. H. H. Webb [A.] .. a 5 5 O South-Eastern Society of asp 
Edwin J. Sadgrove [F.] or 2 2 0 Cc. H. Weed [Student] .. ae r 3} 6 Architects ae Be a 220: 7 01 anc 
John D. Samuel [4.]| “6 r } © N. C. Westwood [4.] - 2 2 0 (being a refund of 25°%, of the annual con- 1 
J. T. Saunders [F.]_.. -- 10 O O P, J. & Bryan Westwood [F./A.] 5 5 Oo tribution for 1938 under Byelaw 74). . 
Messrs. Scott, Shepherd and E. P. Wheeler [F.] ee ei ae eg East African Institute of Architects lish 
Breakwell [A./F./A.] ds 5 5 0 Alex. A. Wilkie [Student] is I I O (have agreed to a reduction of the annual fou 
Hon. John Seely [F.] ey 1 0 O C. B. Willcocks [F.] .. “ih 5 ( <O contribution under Byelaw 74 from one-third of 
P. L. Sharma [4.] Za os r FO Cc. W. Williams [A4.] .. «<< > 7 8 to one-fourth for a period of 10 years). in | 
e to 
to 
are 
SUBSCRIPTIONS | 
offi 
The following members and students have promised to increase their annual subscriptions as 
by the amount and for the number of years inserted in brackets against the amount we 
aff 
£ s. d. £ sd ee a pot 
H. D. Abbott [Studentj .. 10 6 (3 John V. Hamilton [4.] .. 7 0 (5 Eric Morley [F.] .. 3 3 0 (3 
W. Naseby Adams [A.] .. 2 2 0 R. R. Hammond [Z.] . 3 oO Ralph Mort [Student] i 2 eo | 
a year until further notice Chas. Hartley [L.].. I Oo O(10) D. J. Moss [F.].. . Bete 5 of 
H. E. Ayris [L.] 22 0 (5 — a E. Muriel Harvey C. St. C. Oakes [.4.] x 10 6(10 Uh 
A. G. Backhouse [Student] k PT @ (5 va, aay . A. G. W. Ogilvie[F.] .. 5 5 0 (3 . 
J. C. Ballinger [A.] ; Pt ©. John A. Hey [Student] ; 1 1 0 (3 David S. Paterson [A.] .. io o (5 4 
, pol sual until further notice ‘Dr. Charles Holden PPA 5 5 Oo (5 Robert W. Paterson [A.] ct @ (= de 
L. W. Barnard [F.] -- § 5 © (1) G. T. Hurst [F.] . 300 B. H. Peake [A.] .. ae a a 
: possibly three Austen D. P. ae W. S. Purchon [F.] I 1 0 (3 pA 
Samuel Beverley [F.] ia ss. (5) [ Student | 10 6 Geo. H. Ryland [L.] . 6.8 hi 
John P. Blake [4.] ” I «t O(10) a year until further notice : possibly ise pa 
David Booth [A.] ‘ 2 2 © {5 David B. Jenkinson [A.] . ti 6 ee ee eT ea ful 
K. A. Brewster [Student] I I O a year until further notice .-Col, George Reavell [F.] 5 po he he 
a year as long as necessary Herbert Jones [Student] .. 10 6 (3 : " a 
A. D. Browne [Student] .. 10 0 (5 A. B. Knapp-Fisher [F.] .. ro o (5 Miss Mary Procter Di 
J. G. Burchill [Student] .. 1 1 0 Fred. C. Levitt [Z.] oti 6 Reavell [4] .. = -. 3 3 © (1 th 
a year while still a Student E. Lewis [| A.] - 33 0 (3 : ‘ possibly three in 
E. J. Cavanagh [Student] 1 0 E. Wamsley Lewis . 1.] 3 3 0 (3 E. H. Richards [A.] sie i 37 © (a \ 
a year until debt is cleared A. C. Lillie [Student] r F © Eric A. Roberts [A.] oa i © ® wie 
R. S. Cave [Z.] .. a rr o (3 A. C. M. Lillie [Z. 33 0 (3 a year until debt is cleared go 
John Cocker [A.] «i e & jo 9 E. J. T. Lutyens [A.] Yr @ oro N. T. Salmon [4A.] i rb ao 6 ev 
P. Connor [L.] 33 0 (3 Maurice Lyon [F.] 5 0 Oo (2 J. W. Seldon [Student] ts r 5 © (¢ Ww! 
z S. Cordiner [. 1. | 2 2 0 (5) Frederick McKnight [F. . 5 5 © (3) G. G. Simpson [Student] .. 5 © (5) 
Gerald J. Cuzens [Student] 10 6 (5) A. L. McMullen [A.] a I rt o (5) E. T. Ashley Smith [A.] .. 10 6 A, 
A. L. Farman [A.] 2 0 Edward Maufe [F.] : 5 5 0 a year until further notice ma 
a year until further notice (amount has been paid | in advance) G. A. Nuttall Smith [A.] q 2 5 = 
Sidney H. Fisk [Student] sir 6 6 F. J. Meech [Student] I oO 0O(10) Stuart V. Smith [Z.] oa rt o (5 th 
A. H. Gardner [4.] nt $ 3 0 (3) H. V. Mellor [A.] ae I 10 O (3) M. H. Spielmann [ Hon. A.] 44 0 (3 as 
Miss A. R. Gascoigne [A.] 1 1 ©O (5) S. W. Milburn [F.] 5 5 o fi John B. Surman [F.] < 5 5 0 (3 in 
Humphrey M. Gimson |[A. | % 2 © ©) W. Milburn [F.] .. ae 5 5 0 (1 R. B. Urquhart [Z.] 2 2 @ (4) m 
Max yan in [A.] ; I 1 o(10 Bernard A. Miller [F.] .. 5 5 © (3 R. N. Vanes [A.] Dt o (5 C 
Geo. F. Greenaway [A.] 3 3 0 (3) F. G. Montgomery [A.] .. BF © Geo. B. Vint [Student] t 2 © (8 
R. E. Hackforth [Student]. . rt og a year, for the next year or so Norman Wigzell [A.] ry £ “© (% . 
p 
rei . . ae . P Ww 
Ihe donations and increased subscriptions received and promised up to 9 January 1939 ne 
represent a total of £3,466 15s. 11d. This amount does not include increase of subscriptions 
promised for which no definite period is stated vi 





J 
d 








23 january 1939 


JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL 





INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 305 


Book Reviews 


THE REPORT OF THE TOWN AND COUNTRY 
PLANNING SUMMER SCHOOL 1938 


In September 1938 the fifth Planning Summer School 
took place at Mardon Hall, Exeter. More than a hundred 
members attended the School, and during its brief course 
of one week papers were read on almost every conceivable 
aspect of planning, and full opportunity provided for public 
and informal discussion between members and lecturers. 

The Report of the 1938 School, which has now been pub- 
lished, constitutes in several ways an improvement on the 
four previous reports. The scope of the contents, the authority 
of the lecturers, and the inclusion, for the first time almost 
in full, of the discussions by members of the School, all tend 
to create a document which is of interest and value, not only 
to those who were able to attend the School, but to all who 
are concerned with planning aims and problems. 


It is both natural and right that this meeting of planning 
officers and consultants should have had under consideration 
as many as possible of the diverse subjects of which planning, 
in its full sense, is composed ; for real planning involves the 
co-ordination of every science, technique and influence that 
affect human existence, and the subordination of each com- 
ponent to its correct position in the general pattern. 

However, it is this most desirable variety in the contents 
of the Report that presents some difficulty to the reviewer. 
There is the temptation to dwell on one of the many aspects 
of planning dealt with. The subjects range from broad 
philosophical concepts to detailed legal considerations ; 
from the particular problem of Exeter’s traffic to the general 
idea of planned transport on a national scale or to national 
planning in the U.S.A. 

In this short space, a passing reference to some of the 
papers is all that can be included, for they must be read in 
full to be of value. 

Following the advice given by the President of the School, 
Dr. Thomas Adams, that ** we must try to keep our feet on 
the ground and discuss matters from our practical experience 
in giving application to the Town and Country Planning 
Act,”? many of the papers were concerned with the problems 
normally encountered in statutory planning work. How- 
ever, few of the authors were content to leave their problems 
without suggesting a solution. 

Papers and discussions on ‘‘ Planning in relation to the 
Agricultural Landowner,” on ** Planned Transport,” ** Plan- 
ning for Industry,’ and other subjects eventually reached 
the point where a national survey and plan were proposed 
as a necessity long overdue. The same need was expressed 
in the paper on *‘ The Place of Planning in the Local Govern- 
ment,” read by the Clerk to the Gloucestershire County 
Council. 

Other speakers stressed the importance, in executing a 
planning scheme, of co-operation with landowners, linked 
with which is the need for securing greater public interest 
and co-operation in planning. 

In considering ‘‘ methods by which co-ordination of the 
various powers to control land development may be achieved,” 
the Worcestershire County Planning Officer stated that in 


certain cases as many as six separate statutory controls must 
be complied with before building permission is granted. 

With such complicated machinery, it is hardly surprising 
that the general public regards planning with suspicion or 
active dislike ! 

A recurrent demand may be found in the papers and dis- 
cussions for more positive constructive planning, as opposed 
to the existing statutory planning powers, the results of which 
are confined to restrictive measures, which in turn are limited 
in effectiveness by the necessity of compensating the private 
owner. 

The question of compensation and betterment was con- 
sidered in detail by Mr. W. F. B. Lovett in his paper on 
* Planning in Relation to Land Values,” in which he clearly 
showed the need for some means of overcoming this obstacle 
to positive planning. 

Many references were made to the Royal Commission 
which is at present investigating the geographical distribution 
of the industrial population, and many | 
that its recommendations might serve to lessen some of the 
handicaps under which planning operates in this country. 


1opes were expressed 


The Town and Country Planning Summer School provides 
the only opportunity that exists for members of all bodies 
and professions interested in planning to come together for 
discussion of their mutual problems, and as the Report of the 
1938 School bears witness, the discussions are undoubtedly 
useful, and will, it is hoped, prove fruitful. 

F. Hupson Lirriter [A.] 


Copies of the Reports of the Town and Country Planning 
Summer School for the years 1933, 1934, 1936, 1937 and 1938 
may be obtained from the publishers, Messrs. Harrison & Sons, 
Ltd., 44 St. Martin’s Lane, London, W.C.2, at 2s. 6d. each post 


free. 


EXCAVATIONS IN PALESTINI 


QUARTERLY OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ANTIQUITIES IN PALESTINE. 
Vol. VUI. Nos. 1 and 2. For Government of Palestine, by Oxford 
University Press. 


It is pleasant to think that despite the inter-racial war that has 
turned Palestine into a land of murder, suppressions and intrigue 
the Department of Antiquities working under the authority of the 
harassed Government of the country can present their most mag- 
nificent volume of proceedings for 1938 as if nothing was there to 
disturb their peaceful unearthing of the art of past times. 


The present volume contains articles of architectural interest ; 
the chief is a short description by Mr. J. Ory of a 4th century 
painted tomb near Ascalon, found in 1936. The tomb is a single 
vaulted chamber, slightly below the surface of the dune, preceded 
by an open vestibule. The paintings include on the end wall a 
charming idyllic scene of two nymphs by a brook with animals 
around them, and-on the ceiling a vine trellis twining among 
various allegorical representations. The tomb contained four 
graves, which were all empty. 

Another article, by Mr. D. C. Baramki, describes the third 
season’s excavations at Khirbet el Mefjer, a palace built, as a newly 
discovered inscription shows, during Hisham’s Caliphate (A.D. 724- 
43), when the court, the whole of the south block and four rooms 
in the southern half of the east block were uncovered. 
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ST. PANCRAS AND KENTISH TOWN 
Oxup St. PANCRAS AND KENTISH Town (THE PARISH OF 
Str. Pancras, Part II). Being the XIXth Vol. of the 
Survey of London. By Percy W. Lovell, F.S.A., and W. 
McB. Marcham. Pub. L.C.C. 215. 


The Borough of St. Pancras stretches from the Foundling 
Hospital site to Highgate Village and Ken Wood. Almost 
the whole of this area was originally drained by the River 
Fleet, which rises in Ken Wood and leaves the borough at 
its S.E. corner below Mt. Pleasant. The latest volume of the 
Survey of London opens with histories of the manors of 
Rugemere (Chalk Farm), ‘Tottenhall, Cantolowes and 
St. Pancras; tracing their boundaries and recording their 
owners through the centuries. It then proceeds topographic- 
ally with reference to the distinctive old buildings in various 
roads, illustrated by plans, elevations and photographs. Old 
St. Pancras Church, the walls of which are thought in part 
to date from the eleventh century, should have afforded con- 
siderable interest, but it was so drastically enlarged, refaced 
and ‘‘ restored”? in 1848 (Alex. Gough, Archt.) as to retain 
little archeological value. The immediate neighbourhood 
of the church was so liable to floods that it stood almost isolated, 
and in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries was rarely 
used except for funeral services, chapels-of-ease having been 
built at Highgate and Kentish Town for the greater conven- 
ience of parishioners. In the burial ground adjoining is the 
elaborate and characteristic monument to Sir John Soane, 
but this is not referred to in the volume. Leoni, the architect 
of Moor Park, was also interred here. 

St. Katherine’s Hospital, Regent’s Park, although only 
erected in 1827 (Ambrose Poynter, Architect), affords more 
archeological interest, mainly on account of the medieval and 
renaissance woodwork removed from St. Katherine’s-by-the- 
Tower, demolished for the construction of St. Katherine’s 
Dock early in the last century. We have a plan and sixty-nine 
illustrations of the fourteenth century stalls, seventeenth 
century pulpit and various fittings and memorials. The late 
fifteenth century Holand altar tomb, with three effigies and a 
canopy, is the most important of these. Queen Mary, patron 
of the Hospital, had this tomb restored recently at her own 
expense, and it is because of this and her real interest in 
London antiquities that the new volume is dedicated to her. 

A curiosity of the Gothic Revival is a ‘* Perpendicular ”’ 
window in the back wall of a Georgian house, numbered 
15 Grove Terrace, Highgate Road. It is complete with 
transom, tracery and cusps, and the centre mullion is split 
vertically to allow the whole to open as French windows on 


to a balcony. It is made of cast-iron ! 


The chief interest of the volume to many architects will 
be the plans, elevations, photographs and details of those 
dignified stucco terraces which adorn the east side of Regent’s 
Park, and which we owe to John Nash and James Burton (the 
father of Decimus). The exteriors of some of the houses are 


marred by later additions, testimonies to the growth of 


Victorian families, but the elegant balconies, staircases and 
mantelpieces mostly remain. ‘The Outer Circle of the Park 
was originally entered from Camden Town by an East Gate, 
consisting of a screen of four widely-spaced Doric columns 
between two pedimented lodges. 

The volume concludes with a complete reproduction of the 
** Kentish Town Rolls,” three long pen-and-ink wash pano- 
ramas of Highgate and Kentish Town roads as they appeared 
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about a century ago. They were drawn by J. F. King, a 
resident in Highgate Road, and he depicted every house and 
tree most meticulously, adding appropriate notes. These 
panoramas were shown at the Exhibition relating to St. 
Pancras held in the new Town Hall during the week of crisis 
last September, and at almost any other time would have 
attracted attention. 


The pre-war format of the volumes is maintained with its 
opulent margins; a normal block of text covering only 
three-eighths of a page. The type is good, but perhaps hardly 
warrants quite such a setting. The occasional marginal coats- 
of-arms could be incorporated with the text without loss of 
decorative effect. 

F. HERBERT MAnsForp [F.]} 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS 


Op Pustic ScHoois oF ENGLAND. By John Rodgers. 8vo, xvi+-112 
pp.+117 photo plates. London: Batsford. 1938. 7s. 6d. 


The author says, in his introduction, that “‘ it must be confessed 
rather sadly that on the whole the architecture of public schools 
is shockingly bad . . . ” and he is more or less content to leave 
his consideration of school buildings with that remark. The book 
in no way sets out to deal with school architecture, but we cannot 
but regret that a work which, architecture or not, is informative and 
entertaining in a chatty way should have neglected an aspect of 
school history and development that is of first-class importance. 

The location and the form and quality of a school’s buildings are 
influences that are enduring and constantly and immediately 
effective, more vital than the possible influence of any one “ per- 
sonality ” headmaster. There is passing reference to the monastic 
influence both in organisation and buildings on the earlier schools, 
but no recognition of the tremendous break with the old collegiate 
traditions of such school buildings as St. Paul’s or Christ’s Hospital, 
nor any mention of the architects. The hundred and more photo- 
graphs are, without exception, good, and to some extent make up 
for the lack of architectural reference in the text. 


WORCESTERSHIRE BUILDINGS 
THe Minor ARCHITECTURE OF WORCESTERSHIRE. By W. M. Ingemann, 
in Domestic Architecture of Old England series, edited by Dexter 
Morand. Sm. fo., 16 pp.4+-48 plates. London: Tiranti. 1938. 215. 


Worcestershire is a charming county and, as our romantic topo- 
graphers would say, “ largely undiscovered.” ‘These photographs 
and four pages of drawings give a fair view of the smaller houses 
and cottages, and make a potentially useful record. The standard 
of photography is not good, and most of the pictures seem to have 
been taken on almost sunless days. The three-page introduction 
refers to the geological influences that have such contrasting effects 
on this county, more almost than in any other, with stone used 
almost exclusively in the Cotswolds, while elsewhere the black and 
white, timber and plaster building is characteristic of a county 
lacking any stone whatsoever. 


A map showing the location of the buildings illustrated would 
have been a useful addition and would have helped to justify the 
price. 


ANNUAL BIBLIOGRAPHY OF IsLAMIC ART AND ARCHAOLOGY (INDIA 
EXCEPTED). Edited by L. A. Mayer. Vol. II. 1936. 4to. 
77 pp. Jerusalem: Divan Publ. House. 1938. 


The arrangement of this volume follows that adopted for Vol. I. 
A section on survey of monuments is added at the start of the 
topography chapter. The bibliography is a valuable item in the 
equipment of any student of Islamic art. 
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Review of Periodicals 


Attempt is made in this review to refer to the more important articles in all the journals received by the Library. None of the 
journals mentioned are in the Loan Library, but the Librarian will be pleased to give information about price and where 


each journal can be obtained. 


Members can have photostat copies of particular articles made at their own cost on 


atplication to the Librarian. 


Normally the journals referred to in this review, all of which are 
in the R.ILB.A. reference library, cannot be borrowed. Members 
are, however, asked to encourage their local public libraries and their 
local socrety’s library to take as many journals as they can afford : 
and they are asked, for the convenience of local members, to notify 
the R.ILB.A. of what journais are known to exist in public or private 
hands in their own neighbourhood. 


SCHOOLS 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1938. 15 December. P. 985. 
York Road School, Birmingham, by W. T. Benslyn [F.] ; 
a junior school accommodating 384 children, with provision 
for extension to 480. The scheme includes a house for a 
resident caretaker. In the main the structure is of steel, 
forming a rigid framework supporting wooden roofs. _Infilling 
is of wood and brick. 

ARCHITECT AND BvuILDING News. 1938. 16 December. 

P. 305. 
Girls’ Modern School, Bedford, by O. P. Milne [F.]. 

ARCHITECT AND BuiLtpiInc News. 1939. 13 January. 

P. 55. 
Boys’ Secondary School, Luton, by Marshall & Tweedy [FF.] 
and J. E. Moore [A.]. 

ARCHITECTURE ILLUSTRATED. 1938. December. P. 156. 
Uxendon Manor Council School, by W. T. Curtis [F.] and 
H. W. Burchett [A.]. 

ARCHITECTURE ILLUSTRATED. 1938. December. P. 166. 
Infants’ school and extensions to Junior school, Drapers Mills, 
Margate, by F. A. Perren [F.]. 

Focus. 1938 No. 2. P. 54. 

Richmond High School for Girls, Yorkshire, by D. Clarke 
Hall [A.]. In course of construction ; it will accommodate 
160 girls. 

La Construction MODERNE (Paris). 1939. 1 and & 

January. P. 135. 
The Marins-Jacotot school at Puteaux, by the Nierman 
brothers. Designed to accommodate about 1,200 children, 
between the ages of 4 and 15 years, it comprises a boys’, a 
girls’ and an infants’ school. Amongst other equipment an 
ingenious classroom desk and seat is illustrated. 
GOVERNMENT 

ARKITEKT (ISTAMBUL). i938. No. 4. 

Number illustrating the results of the international competition 
for the new building for the Turkish National Assembly. 
First, C. Holzmeister, Vienna ; second, A. Laprade, Faris ; 
third, A. Mezara, Prague. 

SLOVENSKY STAVITEL’ (BRATISLAVA). 1938. No. 9-10. 

P. 193. 
Large law-courts in Bratislava, by F. 
Stutecky. 
CIVIC 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1939. 5 January. P. 9. 

City of Westminster central depot for transference of refuse 
into barges, garaging and servicing of vehicles, &c. The 
building is steel-framed, with brick panel infilling. By 
G. Grey Wornum [F.] and Lionel Smith [4A.]. 


Holeschek and A. 





ARCHITECT AND BuILDING News. 1938. 23 December. 
P. 326. 
Harpenden Public Halls, by Yeats & Bull [AA.]; two halls 
iapiimgercalig 
with seating for 480 and 135. 


HOTELS 
ARKITEKT (ISTAMBUL). 1938 No. 3. P. 67. 

Spa hotel at Yalova, with about eighty bedrooms, by S. H. 

Eldem. 

BAUGILDE (BERLIN). 1938. 25 December. P. 1235. 

New small hotels in Abyssinia. 

INDUSTRIAL 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1938. 29 December. P. 1053. 

Extensions to the Boots factory, Beeston, by Sir E. Owen 

Williams. 

ARCHITECT AND BuILDING News. 193%. 30 December. 
FP. 363. 

Small factory at Shepherd’s Bush for Silexine, Ltd., by W. S. 

Grice [F.]; the first building to be constructed of Rhom- 

bricks. 

WELFARE AND COMMUNITY BUILDINGS 
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW. 1939. January. P. 5. 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1939. 12 January. P. 48. 
ARCHITECT AND BuILpING NEws. 1939. 13 January. P. 65. 

Finsbury Health Centre, by Tecton ; a building co-ordinating 

all the health services, and containing clinics and treatment 

centres, offices for the Medical Officer of Health and Sanitary 

Inspector, lecture theatre, and cleansing and disinfecting 

stations. 

ARCHITECT AND BuitpInG News. 1938 16 December. 
P.. oer. 

Results of the Ilkeston Community Centre and fire station 

competition. First premium, A. Reiach [A.]; second, 

A. Llewellyn Smith and A. B. Waters [AA.]; third, R. C. 

Carvell and E. R. Delbridge [A.]. 

ARCHITECT AND BurLpING News. 1938. 30 December. 
P97. 

Church Army lodging home, Cambridge, by Theodore Fyfe 

[F.], planned to allow for considerable extension. 
ARCHITECTURE ILLUSTRATED. 1938. December. P. 163. 

Boys’ Residential Club, Welwyn Garden City, by Louis de 

Soissons [F.]. 

ARCHITECTURAL REcoRD (NEW York). 1938. December. 
PF. £5; 

Domaine d’Esterel, a sportsman’s resort of 7,000 acres in 

Canada, by A. Courtens and L. Nicolas. The resort includes 

a community centre, clubhouse, hotel, airport, dwellings for 

employees, and a number of log cabins built by a lakeshore. 

The larger structures are of reinforced concrete. 

MopERNE BAUFORMEN (STUTTGART). 1939. January. P. 1. 

Hitler Youth hostel for foreigners, by F. G. Winter. Ona 

beautiful site, and very comfortably furnished, it “‘ is intended 


by the Hitler Youth Leader to be a centre where the repre- 
sentatives of the youth of all nations can work together and 
exchange ideas. Such representatives and leaders, when 
visiting Germany, will be entertained here as guests, and will 





be able to acquaint themselves with the structure and aims 
of the Hitler Youth movement.” 


HOSPITALS, ETC. 


R.I.B.A. JouRNAL. 1939. 9 January. P. 232. 
Article on patients’ libraries in hospitals. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1938. 22 December. P. 1013. 
Result of the Falkirk Nurses’ Home Competition. First 
premium, Rowand Anderson and Paul and Partners ; second, 
Stuart Matthew [A.]. 

ARCHITECTURAL REecorD (NEw York). 1938. December. 

P57. 
Tubercular sanatorium in California, by M. Hunt and H. C. 
Chambers. Designed for earthquake resistance, the structure 
is of light steel lattice frame, rendered externally on expanded 
metal, and faced internally with board and plaster. 

Pustic WorKs oF SoutH AFRICA (PRETORIA). 1938. 

December. P. 13. 
The second number of this new monthly contains the new 
Groote Schuur Hospital at Cape Town, with a good and 
concise description of the factors governing the planning. The 
hospital accommodates 1,200 beds. 

LA Construction MopERNE (Paris). 1938. 18 December. 

P. 314. 
Medical and surgical clinic in Paris, by L. Feine and P. 
Tournon. 
SPORTS BUILDINGS 

BAUWELT (BERLIN). 1938. 22 December. P. 1. 

Baukunst (BERLIN). 1939. January. P. 9. 

Large open-air swimming pool in Hamburg, by K. Gutschow. 
Well laid out in pleasant gardens, it is divided into three 
separate pools, one for diving, another for swimmers, and a 


third for non-swimmers. The scheme includes a_ small 
restaurant. 
BAUWELT (BERLIN). 1938. 29 December. PP. 1 and 7. 


BAUKUNST (BERLIN). 1939. January. PP. 17 and 23. 
Two open-air swimming pools ; a public one divided into 
two parts for swimmers and non-swimmers, by B. Viergutz, 
and a smaller private thermal bath by H. Vath. 


RELIGIOUS 
ARCHITECTURAL REvIEW. 1939. January. P. 36. 
Synagogue at Hove, by Edward Lewis [A.]. 
ARCHITECT AND BurmLpING NEws. 1939. 
Fo F5 
Church at Hook, Basingstoke, by E. B. Maufe [F.]. 
ForuM (BRATISLAVA). 1938. No. 11-12. P. 205. 
Chapel and crematorium in Copenhagen, by F. Schlegel. 
KENTIKU SEKAI (Tokyo). 1938. November. P. 10. 
Crematorium and funeral pavilion, Osaka City. 
HOUSES 
R.I.B.A. JouRNAL. 1939. 9 January. P. 223. 
Article on municipal small houses in Sweden. 
ARCHITECTURAL REviEw. 1939. January. P. 29. 
Four houses by F. R. S. Yorke and Marcel Breuer [A.]. 
One at Angmering in concrete and brick, two at Eton in 
brick, and one at Lee-on-Solent in concrete. 
Focus. 1938 No. 2. P. 17. 
Timber house at Lincoln, Massachusetts, by Walter Gropius 
and Marcel Breuer. 
Focus. 1938 No. 2. P. 29. 
Timber house at Sutton, Sussex, by Connell, Ward & Lucas 


[AA. and L.}. 


13 January. 
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ARCHITECTURAL REcoRD (NEW York). 1938. Decemier, 
P. 39. 

Project by Paul Nelson for a ‘‘ suspended house.”’ A glazed 
cubic envelope suspended from external welded supports 
forms the living portion of the house, within which are hung 
the first and second floor rooms, of continuous metal sheeting, 
connected by a ramp. A ground-floor service block of 
reinforced concrete and glass brick, partly outside the main 
glazed envelope, houses entrance, garage, dining-room, 
kitchen and maids’ rooms. 

ForuM (BRATISLAVA). 1938 No. 11-12. P. 206. 
Two small houses in Denmark, by F. Schlegel. 
FLATS 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1938. 2g December. P. 1067. 
Flats at 65 Ladbroke Grove, by E. Maxwell Fry [4.]. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1938. 29 December. P. 1071. 
Penthouse flat at 65 Ladbroke Grove, by R. Myerscough- 
Walker. 

Focus. 1938 No. 2. P. 65. 
Flats at Palace Gate, London, by Wells Coates [F.], in course 
of construction. The section is on the “ three-two”’ system, 
three service and bedroom floors occupying the same height 
as two living-room floors. 


MATERIALS 
JouRNAL OF THE INCORPORATED CLERKS OF 
AssociaTION. 1938. October. P. 154. 
Article on the discoloration, decay, cleaning and reparation 
of building materials, by A. R. Warnes. 

L” ARCHITECTURE D’AUJOURD’HUI (Paris). 1938. November. 
Good number on wood and its new applications in construc- 
tion. Very liberally illustrated, it deals with ancient wood 
techniques, saw wood, plywood, wood fibre, structure and 
properties, fungi, seasoning, impregnation, varnishing and 
painting, protection against fire, mechanical properties, 
insulating properties, acoustics, &c. A table is given showing 
the principal woods used in construction and decoration. The 
second half of the number deals with wood and architecture ; 
the evolution and future of carpentery,. with good drawings 
and progress photographs ; wooden dwellings, and woodwork 
and decoration. 

A copy has been added to the R.I.B.A. Loan Library. 
CONSTRUCTION 

ARCHITECT AND BuiLpING News. 1939. 6 January. P. 17. 
The reinforced concrete construction of Eton Garage, Chalk 
Farm, by Messrs. Toms & Partners, and W. V. Zinn, engineer. 
Ramps connect a series of mezzanine floors. 

ARCHITECTURAL REcorD (NEW York). 1938. December. 

P. 62. 
Good section on welding, by Douglas Haskell. 
EQUIPMENT 

PenciL Points (NEw York). 1938. December. P. 779. 
Data sheets on sizes and distribution of equipment in amateur 
darkrooms. 


BIOGRAPHICAL 
L” ARCHITECTURE (Paris). 19398. 15 December. P. 417. 
Illustrated article on the work of Howard Robertson [F.], and 
of Stanley Hall & Easton and Robertson [FF.]. 
AIRPORTS 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1938. 22 December. P. 1027. 
Manchester (Ringway) Airport, by G. Noel Hill [F.]. 


Works 
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Accessions to the Library 
1938-1939—VI 


(Incorporating the conclusion of V 


Lists of all books, pamphlets, drawings and photographs presented 
to or purchased by the Library are published periodically. It is 
suggested that members who wish to be in close touch with the 
development of the Library should make a point of retaining these 
lists of reference. 

Any notes which appear in the lists are published without pre- 
judice to a further and more detailed criticism. 

Books presented by publishers for review marked R. 

Books purchased marked P. 

* Books of which there is at least one copy in the Loan Library 


ARCHITECTURE 


PALLADIO (ANDREA) EW. 72:013 (45 
I Quattro libri, Gc. [English.] 
The Architecture of A. P—; in four books. @c. Revis’d, .. . 


by Giacomo Leoni, Gc. 
end ed. 2 vols. in 1. fo. London. 1721. 
Another copy, with frontispiece and portrait, and preliminaries bound in 
original order. Plates interspersed with text. 
Presented by Mr. Denis C. Hodge [Student]. 
BIBLIOGRAPHY 
026 
also Issue desk 
Interleaved copy : Cataloguing room. 
R.I.B.A. (Second set) : Librarian’s room. 
[Library.] Catalogue of the R— I— of B— A— Library. [Com- 
plete. 1834—Sept. 1936.] [E. J. Carter, ed.] 
Volume ii: Classified index & alphabetical subject index 
of books and manuscripts. [With additions to April 1938.] 
11” x83". Lond. 1938 [1939]. (15s. to members, &c. ; 
£1 10s. to others.) 
—(The 2 vols. : £1 16s. to members, &c. ; £3 10s. to others.) 
HisTorY 
Rivorra (G. T.) 72.032.7 : 693 + 729.342 
Architettura romana. Costruzione e statica nell’ eta imperiale. 
sm. fo. Milan. 1g21. 
GopMAN (ERNEST) 72.033.45 (42.67 
* Norman architecture in Essex. 
la. 80. Lond. 1905. To Loan Library. 
—Both presented by bequest by Mr. S. D. Kitson [F.]. 
WREN SOCIETY 
*Ninth volume. The parochial churches of Sir Christopher 
Wren . . . [by] John Clayton Gc. 
1932. Another copy, to Loan Library. Presented. 
LAWRENCE (LESLEY) 72.036.3 :92S+R 
Stuart and Revett: their literary and architectural careers. 
(From Jnl. of Warburg Institute, ii, No. 2.) 
103.” (19) pp.+pls. n.p. [193—.] 
Presented by Miss L. Lawrence. 
PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE 


OFFICE OF WORKS 72.08 : 608.375 


Specification of works and materials Gc. (Standard specification 


No. 1.) 


Revised ed. dupl. typescript (fastened in corner). 13”. 1938. 
Presented by Sir James West [F.], Chief Architect, 
H.M. Office of Works. 


BuILDING TypEs 
(Civ1L) 
Harfvy (DANIEL) 725.18 (44) : 92 V 
Vauban. Builder of fortresses. Trans. with notes by C. J. C. 
Street. 


80. Lond. 1924. 


Presented by bequest by Mr. S. D. Kitson [F.] 


WORCESTER : COMMANDERY 725.56 (42.47 W) : 729.49 
The C— or the Hospital of S. Wulstan. [Guide.] 
leaflet. 74”. Worc. [1936 or later.] 


The C—, W—. Mural paintings, A.b. 1480-1500. 
leaflet. 103”. [Worc. 1936 or later. ] 
Presented. 
RELIGIOUS 
St. Paut’s CATHEDRAL, London E.W. 726.6 (42.1 
Fact against Scandal: or, a collection of . . . proofs, . .. in 
an Answer... to... Frauds and abuses @c. To which is 


added, an Appendix @c. 
80. London. 1713. 
{nother copy, separately bound. 
Presented by Mr. G. W. Atkinson [F.]. 


EDUCATIONAI 
ARCHITECTURE D’AUJOURD HUI, journal 727:4 
* [Special number :] Constructions scolaires. (Aug. 
12)”. Paris. 1938. 1S. P. for Loan Library. 


DeTAILs, Frrrincs 
ROGERS (FREDERICK) 729.3.033.4/5 (424-44 
Detail drawings and _ sketches . . from. ecclesiastical and 
domestic buildings of the middle ages in England and France. 
fo. Lond. [1868 or after. | 


SmitH (JAMES) E.W. 729.35! 
Specimens of ancient carpentry, consisting of framed roofs, . 
also . . . mouldings Gc. | Posthumous. | Date on plates. 


40. London. 1787. 
Both presented by Mr. Edgar Bunce | A.}. 


Frerr (HARRY) 729.9.046 O 
Hellig Olav [St. Olave]. Norges evige konge. (Kunst og kulturs 
series. 
10}”. (vi 176 pp. Oslo : Gyldendal Norsk Forlag. 1938. 
Presented by the Author |Hon. Corr. Mem.]. 
ALLIED ARTS 

HoLroyp (CHARLES) 7.034 (45) :92 M 
Michael Angelo Buonarroti with translations of the life 

. by... Ascanio Condivi, 
80. Lond. 1903. 
CRUTTWELL (MAuD) 7.034 (45) : 92 \ 


Verrocchio. 
2 


80. Lond. 1904. 


73-034 (45) :92 D 
Linpsay ({D. A. E.j), °° Lord Baucarres ” [Earl of CRawrorp 
AND BALCARRES | 
Donatello. 
8o. Lond. 1903. 


{ll presented vequest by Mr. S. D. Ritson [F.]. 


/ 


BUILDING SCIENCE 
CONSTRUCTION 
Inf. file 693.2 
CLay Propucts TECHNICAL BuREAU OF GREAT BRITAIN 
Technical) Bulletins 


Nos. 7 12 
ull 11”. Lond. [1938—.] 
RryNnoups (C. E.) 693.51 
* Concrete construction 
gk”. Lond 1938.] 15s. P. for Loan Library. 
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FaBer (Oscar) 
*Simple examples of reinforced concrete design. 
2nd ed., reprint. 84”. 


693-55 
Lond. 1929 1937). 5S. 
P. for Loan Library. 

MANNING (G. P.) 
*Reinforced concrete design. 
and ed. 83”. Lond. 1936. £1 1s. P. for Loan Library. 


Also extra copies of other works added to the Loan Library. 


693-55 


SANITARY SCIENCE AND EQUIPMENT 

British STANDARDS INSTITUTION 69 (083.74 

British standard specifications : 

696.6 

No. 816. B— s— minimum requirements for electrical appliances 
and accessories @c. 


1938. as. R. 


TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING, GARDENS, 
RURAL PRESERVATION 
- 711.4 
Rey (A. A.), Pipoux (Justin), and BarprE (CHARLES) 
La Science des plans de villes. Ge. 
11”. xiv-+493 pp. Lausanne: Payot; Paris: Dunod. 
[193—.] (£1 8s.) P. 
Morrison (HERBERT) Inf. file 711.4 (42.1) 
Plans for London. (From Geographical Magazine, Dec. 
extract. g}”. 1938. 
Maksimovic (BRANKO) 711.4 (497.11) 
Urbanizam u Srbiji : @c.—Urbanisme en Serbie : étude docu- 
mentaire, cover translated title. 
9}?”. 143 pp. Beograd. 1938. 
Presented by Prof. Vurnik, of the Institut d’ Architecture, University 
Ljubljana, Yugo-Slavia. 
SIncLArIR (ROBERT) 
Metropolitan man. The future of the English. 
Cheap ed. (2nd impr.). 84”. 366 pp. Lond.: Geo. 
Allen & Unwin. 1937 (1938). 3s. 6d. P. 


711.4: 3 (42.1 


CHANCELLOR (E. BERESFORD) 711.722.4. (42.1) 
*The History of the squares of London etc. 


40. Lond. 1907. 


Presented by Mr. H. T. B. Spencer [A.]. To Loan Library. 


TUNNARD (CHRISTOPHER) 
*Gardens in the modern landscape. 
g}”. 188 pp. Lond.: Archl. Press. 1938. 15 


J 


712.036.6 


ms Kc P. 


C.P.R.E. 

Report of the eleventh National Conference for the Preservation 
of the Countryside, Chester, . . . 1938. (Suppt. to Report, Oct.- 
Nov.) 1938. R. 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH 719 : 34 
Town and Country Planning Act, 1932. Control of premature 
or unsightly development in the country and on the sea coast. 

(Circular 1750. 
pam. g9}”. Lond.: 


H.M.S.O. 1938. 2d. R. 


DRAWINGS AND PHOTOGRAPHS 


Autom (THomas), archt. and draughtsman 
Magdalen College, Oxford. Ext. from W., showing his design 
[unexecuted] for extension. Phot. of D. |c. 1820] (193—). 
Presented by Mr. Ellis Waterhouse. 
Fo.irz (FREDERIC), draughtsman and engraver 


Halenza’s Rhein-panorama. Der Rheinstrom von 


bis Céln 


Mainz 
Folding panorama. Engr. [18—.] 


junior, 1888-89 ; 


23 January 1939 


Dupré, phot. 
Souvenir du Chateau de Pierrefonds. Album of phots. [1&8—.] 
Both presented by Miss R. Shipman from the library of 
the late Mr. R. Clarke Edwards |F.). 


WiLkiIns (WILLIAM), architect 
Downing College, Cambridge. Design. Ext. [Probably not by 
W—: ? by J. Bailey.] [See Jnt. 1937-38, p. 1014.] 
Water-colour D. (mounted). |? c. 1830.) 


Presented by Mr. A. Harr» Heron [ Ret. Al]. 


Burron (Decimus), architect and draughtsman 
Grove House, Regent’s Park, London. Set of drawings. (By 
A. T. Bolton, based on D— B—’s.) 
6 sheets. Repr. of D. 1822 (1913). 
Presented by Mr. Bolton [F.]. 


Westrmacotr (Sir Ricuarp), draughtsman 
Westminster Bridge and the Houses of Parliament. View from 
river. Mono. D. [18—.] 


HicuaM (Tuomas), engraver 
Houses of Parliament: early design. Sir C. Barry, archt. 
View from river. Engr., hand-coloured. [{18—.] 


Both presented by Mr. A. D. Power, through Friends of 


the National Libraries. 


Woop (Epcar), draughtsman 
Venice : church [not yet identified]. Facgade. 
Water-colour D. 1912. 
Presented by Manchester Socy. of Archts. to Architects’ Benevt. Socy., 
and by Miss B. N. Solly [Sec. A.B.S.], who won it as a frize, 
to the R.ILB.A. 


Tuompson (G.), publ. 
A New & accurate plan of the cities of London & Westminster 
& borough of Southwark with the newroads ... to... 1801, Ge. 
2 sheets in 1. Engr. 1801. 
Presented by Mrs. Christopher Beach. 


PORTRAITS 
Boyle (Richard), [grd] Earl of Burlington. 
pinx. J. Faber, sc. Mezzotint. 1734. 
Burton (James). Lithograph. n.d. 
Gerbier (Sir D. Balthazar). Ener. n.d. 
Holland (Henry). 


Sir G. Kneller, 


Etching. n.d. 


—(£2 8s. 6d.) P. 


LONDON TOPOGRAPHICAL SOCIETY 
Survey of all lands . . . belonging to the Worshipful Company 
of Clothworkers . . . (to which has been added certain further 
surveys . . . 1728). (Pubn. No. Ixxii, for 1938.) 1. C— Hall 
in 1612. 2. St. James in the Wall, Cripplegate [parish]. 
1612 (1938). 
1728 (1938). 
—P. (by subscription). 


—3. St. James Ge. 


MEDALS 
R.I.B.A. Measured drawings medal. (Silver.) T. L. D[onaldson], 


dir. ; B. Wyon, fecit. 1897.—City and Guilds of London Institute, 


technological examination. (Bronze.) L.C. Wyon, fecit. [18—.] 
-Edinburgh : Heriot-Watt College. Bg. construction and drawing : 
3-89 ; advanced, 1889-90. (Both bronze.) A. Kirkwood 

(F. J. Wass, recipient.) 4 Medals. [18—.] 
Presented by Miss Drew. 


& Son, sc.- 


East Knoy ie, Wilts 
Rectory. [Present building, ext., showing tablet commemorating 
birth of Sir Christopher Wren.] Phot. [19—.] 
Presented by Mr. David Isaacs, through Mr. J. A. Slater [F.]. 
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Obituaries 


CHARLES SPOONER [F.] 


Charles Spooner, whose death in his seventy-sixth year on 
30 December was announced in the Jast number of the 
JOURNAL, was one of the now small band of architect craftsmen 
who lived in the inheritance of Morris, Webb and Lethaby. 
He was known chiefly for his ecclesiastical work, church 
buildings and church woodwork, but in the course of his many 
years of practice he had built many domestic and other 
buildings, including his own house at Burwash, Sussex. His 
best-known churches are St. Gabriel’s, Aldersbrook, Wanstead ; 
St. Christopher’s, Haslemere ; St. Bartholomew’s, Ipswich ; 
St. Michael and All Angels, Little Ilford, and St. Paul’s, East 
Ham, which was his latest church and the one which he 
considered his best. At Hadleigh, in Suffolk. he was in charge 
of the difficult and important work of restoring one of the 
loftiest and finest lead-covered timber spires in England, 
work which called to the full on Spooner’s sympathetic under- 
standing of medieval building technique ; in the same church 
he designed one of his finest pieces of church woodwork, a 
lofty spire font cover, and other woodwork including the 
war memorial, the inscription of which was written by Mrs. 
Spooner ; the town war memorial is also by him. Another 
war memorial is that at Ranby, Notts. Much of his church 
furniture and stained glass was designed in conjunction with 
Mrs. Spooner. 

Although Spooner was within the Morris tradition, he was 
never just a follower at the tail of a movement ; in all his 
work, in every expression of his opinion there was a personal 
authenticity that made what he did or said possess a quiet 
but definite importance. ‘Those who know Spooner’s archi- 
tectural work and, in particular, his woodwork will know what 
is meant. As a loyal and hard-working member of the 
Society for the Protection of Ancient Buildings he was opposed 
to purely imitative or “‘ period ” work, but he certainly did 
not fly to the other extreme of the self-assertive individuality 
that is so obviously concerned to show that it knows a trick 
or two which the ancients did not. <A person talking to 
Spooner or seeing his work would call him modest, but what 
he was really was reticent. He held with confidence and 
strength, but reticently, to opinions whether concerning broad 
matters of what architecture is or should be or, as his clients 
found, concerning quite smail matters of design or procedure. 

Understanding of craftsmanship was an article of faith with 
him and his kind: with whatever building work he had to 
deal Spooner found his greatest delight in designing for 
craftsmen, working as a partner in a technical process. His 
knowledge was wide and accurate and his enthusiasm 
infectious. 

He never took a large part in the affairs of the R.I.B.A., 
though he served as member of the Literature Standing 
Committee for a number of years. He took a leading part 
in the work of the Society for the Protection of Ancient 
Buildings and was one of the earliest members of the Art 
Workers’ Guild, which he joined in 1887. He exhibited 
from time to time in the Royal Academy and at the exhibitions 
of the Arts and Crafts Exhibition Society, the work of which 
was an especial interest of his. 

In his competence, his earnestness for the well-being of 
architecture, his wholehearted enjoyment of building, 
Spooner was a model architect. 


Mr. A. B. KNAPP-FISHER [F.] writes : 

Charles Spooner’s death leaves a gap in the architectural 
profession which in these fast-moving times it is not easy to fill. 

He was one of those men whose work was part of them, 
and whose love and care for every detail was an inspiration. 

I can remember him telling me that he could not use 
assistance readily, for the very good reason that he felt his 
work so intensely that he could not bear any detail falling 
short of the high standard he had set himself. A keen church- 
man, there was a spiritual quality in him which was reflected 
in his work. Inarticulate in a crowd, he spoke with no un- 
certain voice through his work and in the many articles he 
wrote and lectures he gave on the arts and crafts of building 
during a long and busy life. 


He had a wonderfully balanced and sane outlook on archi- 
tecture : writing in 1908 on furniture he said “ the first 
things that the maker of furniture must think about are 
utility, strong and suitable construction, and the nature of 
the material to be used.” 


He was perhaps to many best known as a designer and 
maker of furniture, and had a workshop before he joined the 
R.I.B.A. Most of the best furniture designers of to-day 
were at his furniture school at the Central School of Arts 
and Crafts. 

Spooner will also vividly be remembered for his devotion 
to and interest in ecclesiastical work, and his churches are 
a visible expression of one of his chief aims—‘‘ that the spirit 
of mediaeval art should be revived, but not the letter’ ; only 
recently he wrote ‘** that nothing human, and least of all art, 
can stand still, it must grow or it will not live, and growth 
means change,”’ and again ‘* I have little doubt that our new 
churches will have fresh beauty comparable with that of the 
past, and frankly and truly expressive of our own time.” 
Rare and understanding words from a man of nearly eighty. 

Spooner carried out during his earlier life a vast number of 
measured drawings of medieval work of exquisite beauty and 
quality, work which puts similar contemporary drawings in 
the shade. Single handed he made a complete survey of 
Durham Cathedral, reaching many of the most distant 
parts with a fishing rod. 


His love of colour and detail was an inspiration, he felt 
intensely the mouldings and detail he designed, they were 
virtue coming from him, and in all his tracery, which he loved, 
there was a liveliness and grace which puts to shame the 
cruder forms of so much detail to-day. 

One cannot write of him without referring to his wife, 
who was his constant companion and help. They were so 
much the embodiment of each other, both artists, living and 
working by faith ; unhurried, retiring and modest, they shrank 
from publicity. Our sympathy goes out to her in her loss, 
and in the thought of those empty rooms which he had so 
lovingly planned in their new cottage at Polegate for their 
retirement. 

Yet Spooner was always keenly interested in affairs, and 
was a great conversationalist, and while not of the world, 
he was very much alive to all that was going on. 
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His burial in the little village of Westmill, far from the 
bustle of life, which he had remodelled, and where he had 
done work for forty years, is a fitting resting place for one 
who had loved the simple natural things of life. A true 
example of the permanence of the things of the spirit, he 
builded better than he knew. 


Mr. F. W. TROUP [F.] writes : 

Charles Spooner was born in 1862, and was therefore in his 
youthful prime when the Arts and Crafts movement came 
into being. He was never in a close working association with 
any of the chief men of that movement, such as Walter Crane, 
Reginald Blomfield, Lethaby, Gimson, the Barnsleys and 
others, although he mixed with and knew them all. He was 
and could not help being influenced by them and their work, 
but he seemed to go his own way, quietly working out 
his own contribution to the fresh outlook of that period. 

He was chiefly interested in woodwork of all kinds, church 
fittings, furniture and cabinet making, and indeed at one time, 
with Arthur Penty, he started furniture workshops in Hammer- 
smith, but this was only carried on for a short time. 

Later on, along with Fred Rowntree, architect, a scheme 
was formulated to establish workshops in -connection with 
** Hampshire House Club” in Hammersmith. This venture 
was rather interesting, as it included not only woodwork 
shops, the most important section, but also a bakery and a 
publishing shop. Eric Gill, although not a member of the 
society, was associated with it, and designed their seal and a 
stamp for the flour sacks! This second venture was not 
actually killed by the War, though it ultimately died due to 
its capital having been used up during that period. Refugee 
Belgians were housed in one of the buildings, and Spooner 
later on designed a wooden church building which was erected 
in various places in Belgium. Much of the woodwork for 
these buildings was prepared in the Hampshire House work- 
shops, and on this the Belgians worked. 

It seems worth while recording what has been written 
above, as Spooner was very actively concerned in all the 
work and designed most of the furniture that was made in 
these workshops. 

Spooner then and afterwards continued with his private 
practice as an architect : chiefly church and domestic work. 
He also collaborated with Sir Charles Nicholson in produc- 
ing a book, Recent English Ecclesiastical Architecture, but 
characteristically only one church of his own design is illus- 
trated in that book—the little Church of St. Christopher’s, in 
Haslemere ; an excellent example of his quiet, thoughtful 
work. 

I remember a talk I had with Spooner in which I asked him 
some question—I forget what—about his doing church work, 
at which he smiled and said he was a nephew of Archbishop 
Tait. I have since learned that he was a cousin of Archbishop 
(Lord) Davidson, besides being related to Dean Inge, and that 
there were four bishops “in the family.”” A commercially 
minded architect would have made some use of such connec- 
tions, but not so Spooner; he followed his own bent and 
went quietly on with such work as came to him. 

His first church building was actually the Chapel to Letch- 
worth Almshouse. Other churches for which Spooner was 
responsible were St. Barnabas, Ipswich ; Roman Catholic 
Church, Letchworth ; St. Michael and All Angels, Little 
Ilford ; St. Paul’s and the new chancel of St. Albans, both 
in East Ham ; and St. Gabriel’s, Aldersbrook, near Wanstead. 
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Among other places where his work is to be seen is the 
village of Westmill, near Buntingford. Here for forty years 
he did all the work in and around the village and its church, 
which contains a pulpit and a beautiful marble tablet from 
Spooner’s designs. 

I shall always think of him as the gentlest and most lovable 
man I ever met and a most capable and conscientious architect. 

He died on 30 December 1938, and was laid to rest in the 
churchyard of the secluded country village of Westmill in 
Hertfordshire. 


MR. WALTER CAVE [F.] 
We much regret to record the death on 7 January of Mr. 
Walter Cave [F.]. It is hoped to publish a memoir in the 
next number of the JOURNAL. 


ALFRED JOHN TAYLOR [F.] 

Mr. Alfred John Taylor, who died on Christmas night 
at his home at Bath, was President of the Society of Architects 
in the year of its amalgamation with the R.I.B.A. ; he had 
been a metber of the society since 1900 and had served on 
its Council. Mr. Taylor was also a member of the Council 
of the Institution of Structural Engineers. 

His professional training and the whole of his professional 
life was spent in Bath. After leaving school he became a 
pupil of Major Davis, city architect of Bath. When Major 
Davis died in 1902 his office lapsed and Mr. Taylor set up on 
his own with offices in New Bond Street; soon he was 
appointed architect to the Baths Committee and later to the 
Spa Committee, positions which he held until the end of his 
life—one of his last prominent official acts being to act as 
guide to the Duchess of Kent when she visited Bath and the 
baths last autumn. Mr. Taylor in the course of his long 
official and architectural connection with the baths had 
probably an unrivalled knowledge of them and their history. 
He had assisted Major Davis in uncovering the Roman 
remains and in 1928 he made further excavations on the 
Kingston buildings site. One of his first duties for the Baths 
Committee was the reorganisation, in collaboration with 
Professor Haverfield, of the Roman museum and the com- 
pilation of the guide to the Roman remains of Bath. 

His work for the Baths Committee did not require knowledge 
only of the Roman remains or of Roman bathing places. 
Mr. Taylor’s principal duties may be said to have more concern 
with the architecture of modern medicinal bathing establish- 
ments and he was constantly engaged in building or improve- 
ment work on the modern baths of Bath. 

Among his buildings are the following :—The Royal 
United and Forbes Fraser hospitals, the former in collabora- 
tion with Adams, Holden & Pearson, with whom he also 
designed the Royal National Hospital for rheumatic diseases ; 
the City of Bath Boy’s School, in collaboration with Sir 
Felix Clay ; the City of Bath Girls’ School ; the Bath Fire 
Station, Cleveland Bridge ; the Guildhall, Bath, alterations 
now being carried out ; city improvement schemes including 
the Milsom Street improvement in collaboration with Alder- 
man A. W. Wills ; shops, factories and warehouses in Bath ; 
Scala and Beau Nash cinemas; St. Bartholomew’s Church, 
Oldfield Park. Mr. Taylor was architect to the Bath, Newbury 
Chepstow, Bournemouth and Salisbury racecourses, was a 
member of the Advisory Committee under the Bath Act, 
1937, and a member of the Advisory Panel for Radstock and 
Norton district. 
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Mr. Taylor’s death is mourned in Bath not only because he was 
the architect of so many of her buildings and a true Bathonian 
who had worked all his life on her behalf, but as a sportsman and 
genial personality who made friends and kept them. As a sports- 
man he was a remarkable all-rounder ; he played in the Bath 
Rugby XV at the beginning of the century and was a member of 
the club’s committee until his death. He played cricket for Bath, 
captained Wiston and later the Wiston and Bath hockey club ; 
he was a member of the Avon rowing club and the Lansdown golf 
club ; he was a billiards player of repute, and a director of Thurstons 
ind a motorist of over thirty years. For over twenty years he was 
hon. secretary of the City Club. 

Shortly after the war Mr. Taylor was joined in partnership by 
Mr. A. C. Fare, R.W.A. [A.], who will continue the practice. 


PROFESSOR THEODOR FISCHER [Hon. Corr. Mem.| 
We regret to record the death, in his 77th year, on 25 

December, of Professor Theodor Fischer, an Honorary 

Corresponding Member for Germany since 1927. 

For many years he was Professor of Building at the Technical 
High School, Munich. After attending the Munich Tech- 
nical High School, he worked with Wallot on the Reichstag 
buildings in Berlin (1886-89), and then practised alone in 
Dresden. Later, as director of the Munich Town Development 
Committee, he built many schools, the Max Josef, Prinzoe- 
geuten and Wittelsbacher bridges, the Protestant Church of 
Our Saviour, Munich, and the Bismarckturm, Starnbergessee, 
Munich. 

From 1go1 to 1908 he filled various academic posts, finally 
becoming Professor at Munich in the latter year. During this 
period he built many buildings of importance, including 
schools ; Protestant churches ; the Town Theatre, Heilbronn ; 
buildings of the Jena University ; the Cassel National Museum ; 
the Wiesbaden Museum; the Cornelianum and Council 
House, Worms ; Pfullinger halls and art galleries, Stuttgart ; 
the Bismarck Memorial, Nurnberg ; the Bavarian Armament 
Works, Munich; the new Police Station, Munich; and 
many private houses. 

Professor Fischer was also responsible for a great number 
of housing schemes in Bavaria. He was the recipient of a 
very large number of honours in Germany, Austria and abroad. 


PROFESSOR BRUNO TAUT 

Professor Bruno Taut, the famous German architect, who died 
suddenly in Istambul on 24 December, was one of the leading 
pioneers of the modern movement in Europe and a personality 
whose great artistic and literary activities were devoted to nearly 
all important problems of architecture and design. His work 
and his many books, of which Modern Architecture was published 
in this country, belong to the outstanding contributions to the 
development of the new feeling in architecture which started 
towards the beginning of our century. 

Born in 1880 in Koenigsberg, he built as early as 1913 the 
Pavilion of the Stahlwerksverband, which constitutes a break 
with the style traditions of the past, and showed a way to a 
new architecture rising out of function, new material and 
imagination. The “ glass house,’ 1914, in Cologne, which 
became widely known, is among the first buildings where the 
architectural possibilities of this material have been developed 
and treated in a new spirit. 

Head of the office for town-planning and municipal works 
at Magdeburg after the war, he erected many important 
buildings. Hus special devotion to the problem of colour in 
architecture and the results thereof excited great interest. 


Cc 
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Since 1924 he was chief architect to communal building 
societies in Berlin, and under his direction more than 12,000 
flats were built which belong to the best and most advanced in 
design in post-war Germany. 


As Professor at the Technische Hochschule in Berlin he 
introduced a new method of collective group work which 
proved highly effective. Elected Hon. Member of the 
American Institute of Architects, he followed in 1932 an 
invitation by the Borough Council in Moscow. From 1933-36 
he stayed in Japan, where he studied the arts and the culture 
of that country, and published several books about it. 


In 1937 he was elected Professor to the Academy of Beaux 
Arts in Istambul, where he was in charge of the Faculty of 
Architecture and chief architect to the Turkish Ministry of 
Education, in which capacity he was occupied with design 
and erection of important buildings. In Professor Taut one 
of the noblest men and finest artists has died. 


WALTER SEGAL 


EDWARD W. JENNINGS [Ret. F.] 

We regret to record the death in his 81st year, on 25 Decem- 
ber, of Mr. Edward W. Jennings. He was born at Poole, 
where his father was for many years associated with a timber 
firm. He was trained in Westminster and at the Ecole des 
Beaux Arts, Paris 

Mr. Jennings practised first in Swansea as Messrs. Bucknall 
and Jennings, and later in London and Bournemouth. Among 
the buildings for which he was responsible are a chapel at 
Swanage, and the bus station at County Gates ; the Swansea 
Hippodrome and several cinemas 

Mr. Jennings was a frequent contributor to the Pall Mall 
Magazine and an authority on French history. He was the 
author of Under the Pompadour. 


MR. HALL-JONES AND THE COLSTON HALL, 
BRISTOL—A CORRECTION 


In a note that we have received from Mr. C. F. W. Dening, 
with reference to the obituary of Mr. Hall-Jones in the 


JouRNAL of 9 January, in which it was stated incorrectly that 


Mr. Hall-Jones designed the Colston Hall, Bristol, Mr. Dening 
says that Mr. Hall-Jones designed the hall after the fire, 
and that he (Mr. Dening) was responsible for the recent 
reconstruction. 


E. W. BOSTOCK [L.] 


Mr. Ernest Bostock, who died on 5 November, was born in 1885. 
He was the son of an architect, Mr. G. Bostock, of Hathwaite. He 
was educated at Brunt’s Technical College, Mansfield, and was 
articled to the late Mr. Henry Silcock, surveyor to the Blackwell 
Rural District Council. After serving in the war as a captain in 
the Royal Engineers, he was appointed surveyor of Hailsham, 
Sussex. In 1920 he became surveyor to the Hucknall U.D.C. 
until 1929, when he began to devote himself to private work 
combined with his surveyorship of the Hathwaite Council, which 
he resigned in 1934. 


Mr. Bostock was architect for the Central Avenue housing at 
Hucknall (begun by Mr. Raven housing at Windmill Avenue 
and Windmill Grove ; and the Hucknall Orthopedic Clinic (for 
Sir Julien Cahn). 

There is no successor to the practice. 








814 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 


23 january 1939 


Notes 


PRESIDENT’S ENGAGEMENTS 

On 20 January the President attended the annual dinner 
of the Nottingham, Derby and Lincoln Architectural Society. 
The following are some other annual dinners he is to attend : 
26 January, Northern Architectural Association ; 30 January, 
Leicester and Leicestershire Society of Architects ; 3 February, 
Hampshire and Isle of Wight Architectural Association ; 
24 February, West Yorkshire Society of Architects; 27 
February, Manchester Society of Architects. 


THE MUSIC GROUP 

Members are reminded of the notice, which appeared in 
the last number of the JouRNAL, p. 216, announcing the 
performance of Rossini’s ‘‘ La Petite Messe ”’ at the R.I.B.A. 
on 5 February at 8.45 p.m. The production is under the 
direction of the President, Mr. H. S. Goodhart-Rendel, 
and is being presented in co-operation with the Opera Circle. 
Tickets can be had from Mrs. Lanchester, c/o R.I.B.A., 


for 5s. each. 


R.I.B.AA. DRAMATIC SOCIETY 
The next Play Reading of the R.I.B.A. Dramatic Society 
will be held at 8 o’clock on Monday, 6 February, at 27 Well 
Walk, Hampstead, N.W.3, by the kind invitation of Lady 
MacAlister. 
Non-members of the Society are welcome if they will send 
in their names to the Hon. Secretary of the Dramatic Society 


at the R.I.B.A. 
R.I.B.A. DANCE CLUB 


The following are the dates of the remaining dances at the 
R.I.B.A. during the current session :—Friday, 3 February 
1939 ; Friday, 21 April 1939. 

The dances will start at 9 p.m. and finish at 1 am. The 
price of tickets is 6s. each. Not more than ten tickets will be 
issued to any one person. 

Applications must be accompanied by a remittance for the 
appropriate amount, and applications cannot be made by 
telephone. Applications for tickets shold be sent as soon as 
possible to Mr. R. W. H. Robertson, Clerk to the Dance Club, 
at the R.I.B.A. Cheques and postal orders to be made 
payable to the R.I.B.A. Dance Club. 


FIFTEENTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS 
OF ARCHITECTS 


The Fifteenth International Congress of Architects will be 
held in Washington from 24 to 30 September 1939 under 
the auspices of the Government of the United States of 
America and The American Institute of Architects. Foreign 
Governments have been invited by the President of the United 
States to send delegates, and it is hoped that architects from 
every nation will join the Congress and bring forward their 
special problems for discussion. In a letter announcing the 
Congress, Mr. Charles D. Maginnis, the Chairman, points out 
that attendance will offer opportunity not only to share in 
the proceedings, but also to study contemporary American 
architecture, engineering and town planning. Also we are 
reminded that the New York World’s Fair and the Golden 
Gate International Exposition at San Francisco should provide 
additional incentive for a journey to the United States this 
year. , 

It is not necessary to remind British architects of the hospit- 
able welcome that awaits them, their families, and friends. 


The subjects for discussion, which have been adopted by 
C.P.I.A., are as follows :— 


THEME 1.—Country PLANNING. Disposition and Planning 
of Rural Regions. (a) Units of Land Ownership: The Basic 
Element of Agricultural Production. (+b) The Rural Hamlet : 
an Elementary Social and Economic Problem. (c) The Rural 
Region: The Ensemble of the Economic Problems of the 
Country. 


THEME 2.—TowN AND Country PLANNING. The Relation 
between Population Density and the Built-up Area. (a) Low Build- 
ings and High Density. (6) High Buildings and Low Density. 


THEME 3. —TECHNICAL. Present-day Architecture Compared 
with Architecture of the Past. (a) From the Technical Point of 
View. (6) From the A‘sthetic Point of View. (c) From the 
Social Point of View. 


THEME 4.—PROFESSIONAL. Consequences of State and Local 
Government Interference in the Preparation of Plans and the Execution 
of Building Schemes. (a) On Architecture in General. (6) On 
the Normal Exercise of the Profession. 


Allied Societies Activities 


PopuLAR BROADCASTS ON ARCHITECTURE 

Mr. W.S. Purchon [F.] recently gave a wireless talk on the Western 
Regional. His subject, ‘‘ Trends in Present-Day Architecture in 
Wales,”’ was dealt with in as simple and straightforward a manner 
as possible, so that the average reader could have no difficulty 
in following him. He began by outlining the periods of architecture 
from Egypt to the revivals of the nineteenth century, bringing in 
relevant Welsh examples from Tudor times, and gradually leading 
up to more recent buildings in Wales, in each case giving the dominat- 
ing architectural tradition and the architect’s name, with sometimes 
a thumbnail sketch of his historical significance. Mr. Purchon 
then dealt with the buildings of the past few years, mentioning 





especially those that had been given the R.I.B.A. medal, and 
spent a minute or two outlining the aims of modern architecture. 


He then turned from buildings to planning and to the design of 


small houses, and pleaded for a Civic Society in every Welsh town 
to help raise the standard of design in small-house neighbourhoods ; 
and lastly urged his listeners to think of architecture not only as a 
matter of other places and other times, but of “here and 
now.” 

Mr. Purchon wishes it to be known that he will be glad to give 
the benefit of his experience to other Allied Society secretaries 
who are in any way concerned with the promotion of architectural 
talks on their regional wireless systems. 
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Membership Lists 


ELECTION: 8 MAY 1939 

In accordance with the terms of Byelaws 10 and 11, an election 
of candidates for membership will take place at the Council Meeting 
to be held on Monday, 8 May 1939. The names and addresses 
of the overseas candidates, with the names of their proposers, are 
herewith published for the information of members. Notice of any 
objection or any other communication respecting them must be sent 
to the Secretary R.I.B.A. not later than Monday, 17 April 1939. 


AS FELLOW (1) 

Tun: Tua, B.Sc. (Rangoon), A.A.Dip., A.M.T.P.I. [A. 1928], 
467 Prome Road, Rangoon, Burma. Proposed by Howard 
Robertson and applying for nomination by the Council under 
the provisions of Byelaw 3 (d). 

AS ASSOCIATES (3) 

SmmpsoON: JOHN CHuRCHILL [Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion], 123 Bellevue Road, Durban. Proposed by Ernest M. 
Powers, Wallace Paton and G. T. Hurst. 

VoLLER: Ronatp JAmes [Passed a qualifying Examination 
approved by the Royal Australian Institute of Architects], 
c/o Messrs. Robertson, Marks & McCredie, 117 Pitt Street, 
Sydney, N.S.W., Australia. Proposed by the late Lange L. 
Powell, Eric P. Trewern and Professor Alfred S. Hook. 

WauGH : Epwarp WaAtrTeER Rat, Dip.Arch.(Edin.) [Passed five 
years’ course at the School of Architecture, Edinburgh College 
of Art. Exempted from Final Examination], P.O. Box 8422, 
Johannesburg, South Africa. Proposed by Theophile Schaerer, 
F. C. Mears and S. C. Dowsett. 

ELECTION : 9 JANUARY 1939 
In accordance with the terms of Byelaws 10 and 11, the following 
candidates for membership were elected at the Council Meeting 

held on Monday, g January 1939. 

AS HON. CORRESPONDING MEMBER (1) 

MariscAL : Freperico E., Doctor in Fine Arts of the Universidad 
N. de Mexico, Professor and former Director of the Escuela 
N. de Arquitectura, Member of Junta Conservadora de 
Monumentos de Mexico, Honorary Corresponding Member 
of the American Institute of Architects, Sociedad de Arqui- 
tectos de Buenos Aires, Academia Hispano-Americana de 
Ciencas y Artes de Cadiz, Commendatore de la Corona de 
Italia. 

AS FELLOWS (20) 

ANDREWS: Cyrit DouGtas [A. 1922]. 

Braun : HuGH STANLEY, F.S.A. [A. 1934]. 

BurcHETr : Howarp WILxIAM [A. 1920]. 

Fry : Epwin MAxwe tt, B.Arch. (Liverpool) [A. 1924]. 

PEARCE : OswaLp Duncan [4A. 1921]. 

Ropertson : Davin [A. 1919]. 

Strokes : Davip Dominic Scorrt [A. 1931]. 

THORPE : ALEXANDER [A. 1920]. 

Wicks: Lrt.-CoLt. Hrersperr GrAHAM, M.C., T.D. [A. 1920], 
Birmingham. 

And the following Licentiates who have passed the qualifying 

Examination : 

BERNARD: CAPTAIN OLIVER PERcy, O.B.E., M.C. 

Cross : WALTER EDWARD. 

DEANE: Humpurey. 

Dixon : BERTRAM Ewart, Lloyds Bank Chambers. 

GARDNER-MCLEAN, COLONEL GEORGE Hunter, O.B.E., T.D., 
Glasgow. 

HENSHAW : CAPTAIN FREDERICK, Andover. 

MereEDITH : Haro_p Epwarps, Bristol. 

PaRR : JOHN NOWBLL. 

Pike : Maurice Wuirte, Leicester. 

Rome: Artur, Burton-on-Trent. 

SuTcuirFE : EpGAr, Manchester. 





AS ASSOCIATES (39 

ARSCHAVIR : ARTHUR [Passed five years’ course at the School of 
Architecture, Victoria University, Manchester. Exempted 
from Final Examination], Manchester. 

Bacon : (Miss) Amy THERESA, B.A.Arch. [Passed five years’ course 
at the Bartlett School of Architecture, University of London. 
Exempted from Final Examination], Wilmslow, Cheshire. 

BARNES : WILLIAM Epwin [Final], Pitsea, Essex. 

BEAUMONT : HAROLD CAMERON [Final], Newport, I1.0O.W. 

BILIMORIA : JEHANGIR PHIROZE | Passed five years’ course at the 
Bartlett School of Architecture, University of London. 
Exempted from Final Examination] 

Bompas : CHRISTOPHER HENRY Mason | Passed five years’ course at 
the Architectural Association. Exempted from _ Final 
Examination]. 

Cocke : PETER Louts | Passed five years’ course at the Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

Day : Miss) BENEDETTA [Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Gravesend, Kent. 

Duncan: Davin [Passed five years’ course at the Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

FAIRBAIRN : RICHARD RoBeErT |Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

GaAvronsky : ASHER BARUCH BENeEpiIcT [Passed five years’ course 
at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination]. 


GREENWELL: (Miss) KATHLEEN MARGARET [Passed five years’ 
course at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination]. 

GruBBE: Davip CorNwALt [Passed five years’ course at the 


School of Architecture, University of Toronto. Exempted 
from Final Examination]. 

HALL-KENNEY : JAmEs H. [Special Final Examination]. 

HENDERSON : (Miss) CATHERINE Mary HELEN [Passed five years’ 
course at the Glasgow School of Architecture. Exempted from 
Final Examination]. 

HENDERSON : JOHN CAMPBELL DE Courcy | Passed five years’ course 
at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination], St. Albans, Herts 

HENDERSON : JOHN GEORGE DryspDALe, Dip.Arch.(Glas.) [Passed 
five years’ course at the Glasgow School of Architecture. 
Exempted from Final Examination], Glasg 

Hossiss : Maurice ANtony Houianp, B.A.(Cantab.) [Passed five 
years’ joint course at the School of Architecture, Cambridge 
University and the Architectural Association. Exempted from 
Final Examination], Birmingham. 

Hopcson : Nort Duncan, B.Arch. [Passed five years’ course at the 
School of Architecture, King’s College (University of Durham), 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

INGLEFIELD : GILBERT SAMUEL, M.A. [Passed five years’ course at 
the Architectural Association Exempted from _ Final 
Examination]. 

Jenkins: Davin Tuomas, Dip.Arch.(Cardiff) [Passed five years’ 
course at the Welsh School of Architecture, the Technical 
College, Cardiff. Exempted from Final Examination], Bangor, 
North Wales. 

Kan: Rosert F. N. [Passed five years’ course at the Bartlett 
School of Architecture, University of London. Exempted from 
Final Examination]. 

Linc : ArtHUR GEORGE [Passed five years’ course at the Bartlett 
School of Architecture, University of London. Exempted 
from Final Examination]. 

Maycock : SitvANus PERREN [Passed five years’ course at the 

School of Architecture, The Polytechnic, Regent Street. 

Exempted from Final Examination]. 


ow. 
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McCuttocn : ALAN James Goprrey, Dip.Arch.(Liverpool) [Passed 
five years’ course at the Liverpool School of Architecture. 
Exempted from Final Examination], Liverpool. 

MILLER : GEORGE ALAN GERARD [Passed five years’ course at the 
Birmingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Final 
Examination], Wolverhampton. 

MuRRAY 
Architecture, King’s College (University of Durham), New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Haswell, Co. Durham. 

OKELL : JOHN [Passed five years’ course at the School of Archi- 
tecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted from Final 
Examination], Edinburgh. 

Reep: Avan, B.A. Arch.Hons.(Lond.) [Passed five years’ course 
at the Bartlett School of Architecture, University of London. 
Exempted from Final Examination]. 

SALAMAN : Euston Davin Puiuip, B.A., A.A.Dip. [Passed five years’ 
course at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination]. 

SHiEL : Parrick, Dip. Arch. T.P. Cert.(Dunelm) [Passed five years’ 
course at the School of Architecture, King’s College (University 
of Durham), Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final 
Examination], Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

STARLING : LEONARD BeEckKwirH [Passed five years’ course at the 
School of Architecture, King’s College (University of Durham), 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

STURROCK : FREDERICK LAMOND [Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

THomas : NorMANn Percy, Dip.Arch.(Cardiff) [Passed five years’ 
course at the Welsh School of Architecture, Technical College, 
Cardiff. Exempted from Final Examination], Cardiff. 

Topiis : Gorpon MartineAu [Passed five years’ course at the 
School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. Exempted 
from Final Examination]. 

Torporr : SAMUEL WarkKinson, B.A. [Passed five years’ course at 
the Bartlett School of Architecture, University of London. 
Exempted from Final Examination]. 

WILLEy : JoHN Botam, Dip.Arch. [Passed five years’ course at the 
School of Architecture, King’s College (University of Durham), 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Heddon-on-the-Wall, Northumberland. 

Wooster : Ciive Epwarp Doré€ [Final]. 

Wyre: ALEXANDER BucHANn, B.A.(Edin.) [Passed five years’ 


course at the School of Architecture, Edinburgh College of 


Art. Exempted from Final Examination], Edinburgh. 
AS LICENTIATES (8) 

Jounston : WiLi1AM Court, M.C., Carlisle. 

KNEwWSTUBB : ALFRED, Penrith, Cumberland. 

Mitts: Russe... 

PENNELLS : BERNARD FIELD, Worthing. 

Pyne: HENRY JOHN EVERETT. 

SHUTTLEWORTH : JOSEPH CLiFroRD, Halifax. 

WHITMARSH-EvERIss :_ Ernest, P.A.S.I., Leicester. 

Wivpinc : Henry GeorcE, P.A.S.I., Portsmouth. 

ELECTION : 6 FEBRUARY 1939 
In accordance with the terms of Byelaws 10 and 11, an election 
of candidates for membership will take place at the Council Meeting 
to be held on Monday, 6 February 1939. The names and addresses 
of the candidates, with the names of their proposers, found by the 

Council to be eligible and qualified in accordance with the Charter 

and Byelaws are herewith published for the information of members. 

Notice of any objection or any other communication respecting 

them must be sent to the Secretary R.I.B.A. not later than Thursday, 

2 February 1939. 

AS FELLOWS (6) 

DE Metz: Morris [A. 1929], 155 Oxford Street, W.1 ; 6, Vivian 
Way, N.2. Proposed by Percy V. Burnett, T. P. Bennett 
and Thos. E. Scott. 

PATERSON : LeENNOx Dunpas, Dip.Arch.(Glas.) [A. 1931], 6 Cadzow 
Street, Hamilton ; Glengarry, Auchingramont Road, Hamil- 


Douctas [Passed five years’ course at the School of 
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ton. Proposed by Alex. Cullen, T. Harold Hughes and 
William J. Smith. 

VAUGHAN: JAMES Henry, F.S.I. [A. 1g0g9], Central Chambers, 
Newport ; 25 Oakfield Road, Newport. Proposed by Lt.-Col. 
E. H. Fawckner, Chas. F. Ward and John Francis Groves. 

WuiteE : CHarves Hersert [A. 1912], 47 College Green, Bristol, 1 ; 
1 Maurice Road, St. Andrews Park, Bristol, 6. Proposed by 
W. J. Stenner, J. Ralph Edwards and Richard C. James. 

And the following Licentiates who have passed the qualifying 

Examination : 

Carrick: JAMES, 7 Alloway Place, Ayr; ‘* Martins,’ Alloway, 
Ayr. Proposed by James Lochhead, A. G. Henderson and 
Geo. A. Boswell. 

Lucas: Corin ANDERSON, 25 Grosvenor Place, S.W.1 ; 71 Win- 
chester Court, W.8. Proposed by H. C. Hughes, Theodore 
Fyfe and Henry M. Fletcher. 

AS ASSOCIATES (13) 

ATKINSON: GerorGE ANTHONY, B.A.Arch.(Lond.) [Passed five 
years’ course at the Bartlett School of Architecture, University 
of London. Exempted from Final Examination], c/o Miners’ 
Welfare Committee, Romney House, Marsham Street, S.W.1 ; 
* Homeland,” Gunton Cliff, Lowestoft. Proposed by Professor 
A. E. Richardson, J. H. Forshaw and J. A. Dempster. 


BELL : JoHN RAyMonpD [Passed five years’ course at the School of 


Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted from 
Final Examination], ‘‘ Newlands,” Kingston Road, Bishopton, 
Renfrewshire. Proposed by F. C. Mears, R. S. Reid and 
John Jerdan. 

BisHop : Harvey Coxwincs [Passed five years’ course at the 
Birmingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Final 
Examination], 22 Hawthorn Road, King’s Norton, Birmingham. 
Proposed by Wallace Wood, George Drysdale and John B. 
Surman. 

BRocKHuRST: JACK SEATON [Passed five years’ course at the 
Birmingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Final 
Examination], Messrs. Hickton & Madely, Ashley House, 
Hatherton Road, Walsall. Proposed by John B. Surman, 
George Drysdale and F. H. W. Hickton. 

CAFFREY : EUGENE VINCENT [Passed five years’ course at the 
School of Architecture, University College, Dublin. Exempted 
from Final Examination], c/o Mr. P. J. Munden, 1 South 
Frederick Street, Dublin. Proposed by Professor R. M. 
Butler, P. J. Munden and Vincent Kelly. 

Comrie: (Miss) EvizABeTH FerGus [Passed five years’ course at 
the School of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. 
Exempted from Final Examination], 54 Northumberland 
Street, Edinburgh, 3. Proposed by E. James MacRae, J. Inch 
Morrison and T. Craigie Marwick. 

INESON: GEORGE HupsweELut [Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 
c/o Grey Wornum, Esq., 39 Devonshire Street, W.1. Proposed 
by R. Furneaux Jordan and the President and Hon. Secretary 


of the Architectural Association under the provisions of 


Byelaw 3 (6). 

McGiLL: Joun Gray, Dip.Arch. [Passed five years’ course at the 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exempted from Final Examination], 3 Elgin Street, Dundee. 
Proposed by Professor Lionel B. Budden, F. X. Velarde and 
Edward R. F. Cole. 

SCHNEIDER: ARNOLD, B.A.Arch.(Lond.), B.A.(Oxon.) [Passed 
five years’ course at the Bartlett School of Architecture, 
University of London. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Botany End, Arncliffe, Skipton, Yorks. Proposed by L. L. 
Dussault, Professor A. E. Richardson and Matthew J. Dawson. 

SHAW: Joun BERNARD, Dip.Arch., Dip.T.P.(L’pool) [Passed 
five years’ course at the Liverpool School of Architecture, 
University of Liverpool. Exempted from Final Examination], 
4 Jay Mews, Kensington Gore, S.W.7. Proposed by C. H. 
James, S. Rowland Pierce and Professor Lionel B. Budden. 
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SpitHAus: (Miss) Parricia AsHpy [Passed five years’ course at 
the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Exam- 
ination], 88 Gloucester Place, W.1. Proposed by Sir Herbert 
Baker, Alex. T. Scott and Clough Williams-Ellis. 

SroNnEs : JOHN CHARLES VARLEY [Passed five years’ course at the 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exempted from Final Examination], c/o 20 Priory Place, 
Doncaster. Proposed by Professor Lionel B. Budden, F. X. 
Velarde and H. A. Johnson. 

TipLer: (Miss) Joyce [Final], Ashcroft, ‘Tamworth-in-Arden, 
Warwickshire. Proposed by George Drysdale, John B. Surman 
and Cyril F. Martin. 

AS LICENTIATES (13) 

Britron : Epwarp, British Broadcasting Corporation, Broad- 
casting House, W.1 ; 23 Warrington Crescent, W.g. Proposed 
by G. D. Gordon Hake, L. Rome Guthrie and W. B. Simpson. 

Bunce: Roranp Joun, c/o Sir Guy Dawber and A. R. Fox, 
18 Maddox Street, W.1 ; 67 Woodlands Avenue, New Malden, 
Surrey. Proposed by Charles Evelyn Simmons, Professor 
A. E. Richardson and H. O. Corfiato. 

Cote: Rosperr Joun, c/o Messrs. Jellicoe, Page & Wilson, 38 
John Street, W.C.1 ; 3udapest,”’ York Road, Camberley, 
Surrey. Proposed by G. A. Jellicoe, Herbert J. Stribling 
and G. Maxwell Aylwin. 

Gipson: ‘THomAs BowuniLL, 19 Manor Place, Edinburgh ; 
Tantallon Place, Grange, Edinburgh. Proposed by J. Inch 
Morrison and the President and Secretary of the Edinburgh 
Architectural Association under the provisions of Byelaw 3 (a). 

HuGues: GEORGE JAMES, 37 The Square, St. Annes-on-Sea ; 
20 St. Patrick’s Road, N., St. Annes. Proposed by Arthur 
Brocklehurst, S. Wilkinson and Charles B. Pearson. 

Morcan: WiturAM Tuomas, F.S.1., Town Hall, Yiewsley, West 
Drayton, Middlesex; 30 Church Road, West Drayton. 
Proposed by William L. Eves, Herbert Shepherd and John 
C. S. Soutar. 

PicKERSGILL : Ceci. DouGtias, Lloyds Bank Chambers, Barnard 
Castle, Co. Durham ; 1 Vere Terrace, Barnard Castle. Pro- 
posed by Arthur Harrison, Thos. W. T. Richardson and 

R. J. Archibald. 

SaLt: GEORGE Epwarp, Messrs. Biram & Fletcher, 17 George 
Street, St. Helens, Lancs. ; ‘‘ Westover,” St. Helens Road, 
Rainford, Lancs. Proposed by Norman Jones, Albert Schofield 
and Frank S. Biram. 


~ 
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PEAGU! PERCIVAL CLARENCE, Somerset County Architect’s 
Department, Taunton ; Tywarnhayle, Galmington, Taunton. 
Proposed by A. J. Toomer, Regd. F. Wheatly and H. S. W. 
Stone. 


[HURSTON : CHRISTOPHER Henry, P.A.S.I., County Architect’s 


Department, Norfolk County Council, 25 Thorpe Road, 
Norwich ; Hatch End, South Avenue, Thorpe St. Andrew, 
Norwich. Proposed by ( I. N n, Eric W. B. Scott and 
Theodore G. Scott 

I WEEDII CHARLES EDWARD, Junior, 54 Frederick Street, Edin- 
burgh ; 48 Saughtonhall Drive, Edinburgh. Proposed by 
Chas. G. Soutar, Wm. B. Whi nd A. F. Balfour Paul. 

WILkKins : Guy CHARLTON, Borough Architect, 6 Pulteney Build- 
ings, Weymouth, Dorset ** Carlena,”’ Carlton Road South, 
Weymouth. Proposed by John Petter, Henry R. Collins and 
applying for nomination by the Counci der the provisions 
of Byelaw 3 (d 

WREN : LAWRENCE, Architectural A Kent County Council, 


Maidstone, Kent ; Rocky Hill Terrace, Maidstone.  Pro- 
posed by W. H. Robinson and President and Hon. Secretary 
of the South-Eastern Society of Architects under the provisions 
ot Byelaw 7 

ELECTION OF STUDENTS, R.I.B.A. 


} 


rhe following were elected as Students R.I.B.A. at the meeting 
of the Council held on 5 December 1938. 

Aitchison, Robert, Glasgou Bailey, Douglas Carr, London. 
Blake-Kelly, John Robert Patrick, Auckland, New Zealand. Beecroft, 
Cecil Ivan, Sleaford. Butler, John Thomas, Newport, Mon. Chan, 
Htyan Hoe, London. Crosthwaite, Molly, London. Cunningham, 
William Paul, London. Cutmore, William Henry, Leigh-on-Sea. 
Day, Geoffrey Edgar Paterson, Beaconsfield. Dixon, Arthur A.., 
Edinburgh. Everett, Alan Geor Hornse Forsyth, Robert John. 
Stranraer. Grubbe, David Cornwall, Londo Harris, John Sey- 
mour, Llandudno. Holbourn, Philistos Rognvald Howard Stoughton, 
Pencaitland, East Lothian. Jenkins, Robert Lewis, Penarth. Long, Cyril 
Geoffrey, Ewell Mair Je hr Lindsay, Well neton, Neu Zealand. 
Marshall, Arthur James, London. Meacher, Michael, Deganwy, North 
Wales. Oates, John Rollinson, Worksof Rowell, James Robert 
Clunie, Prestwich, Ayrshire. Spencer, Barbara Mary, Hull. Stather, 
Roy, Cottingham. Thoms, Kenneth Ogilvie, Edinburgh. White. 
Lynton Stuart, Londor Whitfield, Kenneth Waltman, Liverpool. 





Notices 


THE SIXTH GENERAL MEETING, 
MONDAY, 6 FEBRUARY 1939, AT 8 P.M. 

The Sixth General Meeting of the Session 1938-39 
will be held on Monday, 6 February 1939, at 8 p.m., for the 
following purposes : 

To read the minutes of the Fifth General Meeting, held 
on Monday, 23 January 1939; formally to admit new 
members attending for the first time since their election ; 
Mr. Sydney E. Redfern, LL.B., to read a paper on “* Some 
Legal Aspects of an Architect’s Practice.” 


EXHIBITION OF PRIZE DRAWINGS 
10-28 JANUARY 1939 


The Annual Exhibition of Designs and Drawings submitted 


for the Prizes and Studentships 1939 will remain open at the 


R.I.B.A. until Saturday, 28 January 1939. The Exhibition 


will be open daily free to the public between the hours of 


10 a.m. and 8 p.m. (Saturday 10 a.m. and 5 p.m.). 





INFORMAL GENERAL MEETING, 
WEDNESDAY, 1 FEBRUARY 1939, AT 6.30 p.m. 


The Second Informal General Meeting of the Session will 
be held on Wednesday, 1 February 1939, when there will be 
a discussion on ‘‘ The Effect of the Competitive Element in 
Education.” 


Mr. J. Brandon-Jones [A.| 


l 


will be in the Chair. 
lea will be served from 5 15 p-m 


R.I.B.A. ANNUAL DINNER 1939 

The Annual Dinner will take place on Friday, 10 February 
1939, at 7 for 7.30 p.m. in the R.I.B.A. Henry Florence 
Hall, 66 Portland Place, W.1. Full particulars were contained 
in the circular letter to members enclosed with the JOURNAL 
for 5 December. A number of tickets are still available 
and will be allotted in order of application. Applications 
for tickets, which must be accompanied by cheques or postal 
orders, should be sent to the Secretary R.I.B.A. without 


delay. 
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R.I.B.A. CAMERA CLUB 

The Camera Club are holding their annual exhibition 
at the R.I.B.A. from 3 February to 10 February 1939. 

Mr. Grant Marshall, picture editor of the Daily Mail, 
is opening the exhibition at 6.30 p.m. on 3 February, and 
it is hoped that many members of the club will be present 
and bring their friends. 

Members of the R.I.B.A. are also invited. 


The exhibition will be open between the hours of 10 a.m. 
and 8 p.m., except on Saturday, 4 February, and Friday, 
10 February, when the exhibition will close at 5 p.m. 


BRITISH ARCHITECTS CONFERENCE, 
DUBLIN, 21-24 JUNE 1939 

The Annual Conference this year of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects and its Allied and Associated Societies will 
be held in conjunction with the Centenary Celebration of the 
Royal Institute of the Architects of Ireland and will take 
place at Dublin from 21 to 24 June 1939. 

The Royal Institute of the Architects of Ireland have in 
hand the preparation of a most attractive programme and 
particulars will be issued in due course. 


ROYAL INCORPORATION OF ARCHITECTS IN 
SCOTLAND ANNUAL CONVENTION 1939 
The Annual Convention of the Royal Incorporation of 
Architects in Scotland will be held within the area of the 
Edinburgh Architectural Association on Friday and Saturday, 
2 and 3 June 1939, at Peebles. 


LICENTIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 

By a resolution of the Council passed on 4 April 1938, 
on and after 1 January 1939 all candidates whose work is 
approved will be required to sit for the examination, which 
will be the design portion of the Special Final Examination, 
and no candidates will be exempted from the examination. 

Notre.—The above resolution will not affect Licentiates 
of over 60 years of age applying under Section IV, Clause 
4 (c) (ii) of the Supplemental Charter of 1925. 


ASSOCIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 
Associates who are eligible and desirous of transferring to 
the Fellowship are reminded that if they wish to take advantage 
of the election to take place on 3 April 1939 (overseas candi- 
dates 19 June) they should send the necessary nomination 
forms to the Secretary R.I.B.A. not later than Saturday, 
11 February 1939. 


NEW BUILDING MATERIALS AND PREPARATIONS 

The Science Committee wish to draw attention to the 
fact that information in the records of the Building Research 
Station, Garston, Watford, is freely available to any member 
of the architectural profession, and suggest that architects 
would be well advised, when considering the use of new 
materials and preparations of which they have had no previous 
experience, to apply to the Director for any information he 
can impart regarding their properties and application. 
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CESSATION OF MEMBERSHIP 
Under the terms of Byelaw 21 the following have ceased 
to be members of the Royal Institute :— 

As Associates : 

Cyril John Bartlett 

Evan Hugh Owen 

Hugh Aitken Hutchison Walker 

Stanley Leopold Williams. 
As Licentiate : 

Stephen Joseph Alles. 


Competitions 


The Council and Competitions Committee wish to remind 
members and members of Allied Societies that it is their 
duty to refuse to take part in competitions unless the conditions 
are in conformity with the R.I.B.A. Regulations for the Con- 
duct of Architectural Competitions and have been approved 
by the Institute. 

While, in the case of small limited private competitions, 
modifications of the R.I.B.A. Regulations may be approved 
it is the duty of members who are asked to take part in a 
limited competition to notify the Secretary of the R.I.B.A. 
immediately, submitting particulars of the competition. 
This requirement now forms part of the Code of Professional 
Practice in which it is ruled that a formal invitation to two 
or more architects to prepare designs in competition for the 
same project is deemed a limited competition. 


BEDWORTH, WARWICKSHIRE : NEW COUNCIL 
OFFICES 

The Bedworth Urban District Council invite registered 
architects whose offices are situated in Warwickshire to submit 
in competition designs for new Council Offices to be erected 
on a site fronting High Street, Bedworth. 

Assessor: Mr. S. N. Cooke [F.]. 

Premiums: £50, £25 and £15. 

Last day for submitting designs: 31 January 1939. 

Last day for questions: 31 October 1938. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Mr. Maurice Armson, Clerk of the Council, Council 
Offices, Bedworth, near Nuneaton. Deposit £1 1s. 


CONSETT, CO. DURHAM: NEW COUNCIL OFFICES 

The Consett Urban District Council invite Chartered 
and/or Registered Architects of British nationality to submit 
in competition designs for new Council Offices to be erected 
on a site in Market Square. 

Assessor: Mr. R. Norman MacKellar [F.]. 

Premiums: £150, £100 and £75. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Mr. T. W. Bell, Clerk to the Urban District Council, 
Council Offices, Consett, Co. Durham. Deposit £1 Is. 


EDINBURGH : NEW EXHIBITION HALL 
The Lord Provost, Magistrates and Council of the City of 
Edinburgh invite architects in association with consulting 
engineers, both resident in Great Britain, to submit in 
competition designs for an Exhibition Hall, to be erected 
on the site of the present Waverley Market, Princes Street, 
Edinburgh. 





Edi 
G 


Brit 
Mu 
A 


ext 


tic 
th 


na 


in 


ti 


ed 


» 








23 January 1939 JOURNAL OF 
Assessor : Mr. Thomas S. Tait [F.]. 
Premiums : 500 guineas, 300 guineas and 200 guineas. 
Last day for submitting designs : 31 August 1939. 

Last day for questions : 15 February 1939. 

Conditions and instructions to competitors may be obtained 


on application to The Town Clerk, City Chambers, 
Edinburgh, 1. Deposit £2 2s. 
GODALMING: NEW MUNICIPAL BUILDINGS 


The Godalming Borough Council invite architects of 
British nationality to submit in competition designs for new 
Municipal Offices. 

Assessor: Mr. Stanley C. Ramsey [F.]. 

Premiums: £200, £150 and £100. 

The last day for submitting designs has been 
extended to 28 February 1939. 

Last day for questions: 31 October 1938. 


HUTTON, NEAR PRESTON, LANCS : 
POLICE HEADQUARTERS 

The Lancashire Standing Joint Committee for Police and 
other purposes invite chartered and/or registered architects 
to submit in competition designs for a new General Police 
Headquarters and Training School to be erected at Hutton, 
near Preston. 

Assessor: Sir Percy Worthington, Litt.D., 

Premiums: £500, £400 and £300. 

Last day for submitting designs : 1 May 1939. 

The last day for questions has been brought for- 
ward to 28 January 1939. 

Conditions of the competition were obtainable on applica- 
tion before 5 December 1938 to Sir George Etherton, Clerk of 
the Peace, County Hall, Preston. Deposit, £3 3s. 


LAGOS, NIGERIA : NEW SUPREME COURT HOUSE 

The Government of Nigeria invite architects of British 
nationality and resident in Great Britain and Africa who are 
members of the R.I.B.A. or of its Allied Societies to submit 
in competition designs for new Supreme Courts in Lagos, 
Nigeria. 

Assessor: Mr. A. F. B. Anderson [F.]. 

Premiums : £500, £300 and £200. 

Last day for submitting designs : 30 June 1939. 

Last day for questions : 14 February 1939. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to The Crown Agents for the Colonies, 4 Millbank, 
Westminster, London, $8.W.1. Deposit £1 Is. 


SHREWSBURY : NEW SENIOR SCHOOL 

The Corporation of Shrewsbury invite architects to submit 
in competition designs for a new Senior School to be erected 
at Broom Hall, Ellesmere Road, Shrewsbury. 

Assessor : Mr. C. Cowles-Voysey [F.]. 

Premiums: £200, £150 and £100. 

The last day for submitting designs has been 
extended to 30 January 1939. 

Last day for questions : 10 September 1938. 


FORTHCOMING COMPETITIONS 
Other competitions which it is proposed to hold, and the 
conditions for which are not yet available, are as follows :— 
BLACKPOOL: NEW OFFICES FOR FYLDE WATER 
BOARD 
C. Dickie [A.]. 


NEW 


F.S.A. [F.]. 


Assessor : Professor A. 
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BRIGHOUSE: NEW MUNICIPAL 
Assessor: Mr. James R. Adamson [F.]}. 


EDMONTON: NEW TOWN HALL 
Assessor: Mr. E. Berry Webber [A.]. 


MARGATE: NEW CIVIC 
Assessor: Mr. A. F. B. Andersen [F.]. 


OLDHAM : ELECTRICITY OFFICES AND 
DEPARTMENTAI, BUILDINGS 
Professor R. A. Cordingley [F.]. 


WREXHAM : NEW TOWN HALL 
Assessor: Mr. Herbert J. Rowse [F.]. 


MEMBERS’ COLUMN 


Owing to limitation of space, notices in this column are restricted to changes 
of address, partnerships vacant or wanted, practices for sale or wanted, office 
accommodation, and abbeintin nts vacant. Members are reminded that a 
column in the Advertisement Section of the Fou s reserved for the adver- 
tisements of members seeking appointments ects’ offices. ° No charge 
is made for such insertions and the privilege is confined to members who are 
definitely unemployed. 


BUILDINGS 


BUILDINGS 


CENTRE 


Assessor 





NEW PARTNERSHIP 


Mr. Lest: M. Perrorr [/ ff Melbourne, Australia, has 
recently taken into partnership Mr. Colin McKenzie [A4.] and 
Mr. E. Keith Mackay [A The firm will practice under the 
name of Leslie M. Perrott & Partners, of Temple Court, Melbourne, 


Australia. 
APPOINTMENT 


Mr. L. Stuart STANLEY, M.A F.|, Tutor in the Bartlett 
School of Architecture, has been appointed by the External Depart- 
ment of the University of London to deliver the Lectures in Classic 
Architecture at the Central School of Arts and Crafts during 


Sir Banister Fletcher’s absence in India 


PARTNERSHIPS WANTED 


MemMBER, aged 37, with good general experier ind opportunity 





to introduce work and premiumed pup ous of obtaining 
situation as principal assistant in well-established practice, with 
view to partnership; some capital available.—Box 51309, oO 
Secretary R.I.B.A 

EXPERIENCED member, having been compelled to leave his 
practice in the Far East, owing | yuld like to assist 
provincial architect with a view to partnership, or would accept 


responsible supervisory positior Small capital available.—Box 
9128, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A 


\ MrpLanp firm of architects requires partner. Capital 
essential.—Box 4128, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A 

SruDENT R.I.B.A., Registered Architect (94), with considerable 
experience, last few years as principal, desires a position as partner 
in a prac tice in | ondon, Surrey or Sussex wit 1 good connection. 
Capital availabl Reply Box 4139, co Se R.I.B.A. 

CHANGE OF ADDRESS 

Mr. Husertr BENNETI { is changed his office address to 
17 Park Crescent, Portland Pla Wat Telephone No Welbeck 
$253 


NEW OFFICE ADDRESS 


Ar the end of this month Mr. Edgar nceoneeigiaadal AS] 1.] 
is Opening an office at 46 King Street, I ster 
OFFICE ACCOMMODATION TO LET 
ASSOCIATE with suite of oth n first and second floor in good 
house in Bloomsbury Square, W. C.1, has a room size 1 ; ~ 12’6" 
to let to an architect, who can als the drawing and 


general offices and statf by arrangement. Very reasonable rental 
Apply Box 6128, c/o Secretary R.I.B.A 
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MINUTES VI 


SESSION 1938-1939 

At the Fourth General Meeting of the Session 1938-1939. held 
on Monday, 9 January 1939, at 8 p.m., Mr. A. H. Moberly, vice- 
president, in the chair. 

The meeting was attended by about 300 members and guests. 

The Minutes of the Third General Meeting, held on 5 December 
1938, having been published in the JouRNAL, were taken as read, 
confirmed and signed as correct. 

The Hon. Secretary announced the decease of Professor Theodor 
Fischer, elected Hon. Corresponding Member 1927. 

Charles Sydney Spooner, elected Fellow 1907. Mr. Spooner 
was for many years a member of the Literature Standing Committee. 

Alfred John Taylor, transferred to Fellowship 1925. Mr. Taylor 
was President of the Society of Architects at the time of the amalga- 
mation of that body with the R.I.B.A. 

Charles Edwin Blackbourn, transferred to Fellowship 1925, 
Retired Fellowship 1937. 

Walter Cave, elected Fellow 1906, transferred to Retired Fellow- 
ship 1936. Mr. Cave was a vice-president from 1917 to 1921 and 
had served for many years on the Council and Board of Architectural 
Education. 

Arthur Keen, elected Fellow 1904, transferred to Retired Fellow- 
ship 1937. Mr. Keen was Hon. Secretary from 1919 to 1925, vice- 
president from 1925 to 1927, and had served for many years on the 
Council and the Board of Architectural Education. 

Alfred Baskett Pinckney, elected Associate 1881, 
transferred to Retired Fellowship 1915. 

George Vernon Huddy, elected Associate 1932 

Alexander McGibbon, elected Associate 1884, 
Retired Assoc iateship 1934. 

Samuel Cockburn, elected Licentiate 1935. 

Henry Ackhurst Scrase, elected Licentiate 1930. 

fom Woolnough, transferred to Licentiateship 1925, Retired 
Licentiateship 1938. 

And it was resolved that the regrets of the Institute for their loss 
be entered on the Minutes and that a message of sympathy and 
condolence be conveyed to their relatives. 

The following members attending for the first time since their 
election were formally admitted by the Chairman :— 

Fellows 
Howes Basil Ionides 


F, L. Jackman 


Asso 1ates 


Fellow 1897, 


transferred to 


James F. 


A. A. Briggs Lawrence A. Knox 
Leonard J. Carpenter C.. Lee 

James H. Daniell W. G. Maddison 
John B. Denman John V. M. Miles 
J. Stroud Foster Ei. Pearce 

Ronald H. Franks C. J. Pickett 
Donald A. Goldfinch \. G. Reeves 

lr. H. H. Hancock R. K. Rutherford 
E. Ronald Harrison J. D. Tetlow 

G. D. Hunt E. H. Vaux 

fhe Chairman announced that the Council proposed to submit 
to His Majesty the King the name of Mr. Percy Thomas, O.B.E., 
Hon. LL.D. [F.], Past President R.I.B.A., as a fit recipient of the 
Royal Gold Medal for 1939. 

The Secretary having read the Deed of Award of Prizes and 
Studentships made by the Council under the Common Seal, the 
sealed envelopes bearing the mottoes of the successful competitors 
were opened and the names disclosed. 

Mr. S. Rowland Pierce [F.] read his review of the works sub- 
mitted for the Prizes and Studentships 1939 and illustrated it by 
lantern slides. 

On the motion of Mr. H. B. Wallis, of the Board of Education, 
seconded by Mr. G. A. Jellicoe [¥.], Principal of the Architectural 
Association, a vote of thanks was passed to Mr. Pierce by acclamation 
and was briefly responded to. 

The proceedings closed at 9.50 p.m. 
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ARCHITECTS’ ASSISTANTS’ INSURANCE FOR THE 
NATIONAL HEALTH AND PENSIONS ACTS 

Architects’ Assistants are advised to apply for the prospectus of 
the Architects’? and Surveyors’ Approved Society, which may be 
obtained from the Secretary of the Society, 113 High Holborn, 
London, W.C.1. 

The Society deals with questions of insurability for the National 
Health and Pensions Acts (for England) under which, in general, 
those employed at remuneration not exceeding £250 per annum 
are compulsorily insurable. 

In addition to the usual sickness, disablement and maternity 
benefits, the Society makes grants towards the cost of dental or 
optical treatment (including provision of spectacles). 

No membership fee is payable beyond the normal Heaith and 
Pensions Insurance contribution. 

The R.I.B.A. has representatives on the Committee of Manage- 
ment, and insured Assistants joining the Society can rely on prompt 
and sympathetic settlement of claims. 


. ° ; . 
Architects’ Benevolent Society 
66 PorTLAND Piace, W.1 
FouNDED 1850 

The object of the Society is to afford assistance to archi- 
tects, architects’ assistants, and their widows and children 
by means of grants and pensions. 

Subscriptions and donations of any amount are urgently 
needed. An annual subscriber of £1 1s. is entitled to recom- 
mend annually two applicants for relief. 


A.B.S. INSURANCE DEPARTMENT 
PENSION AND FAMILY PROVISION SCHEME FOR ARCHITECTS 
This scheme has been specially designed by the A.B.S. Insurance 
Committee for members of the R.I.B.A. and its Allied and Associated 
Societies. It provides :— 

1. A pension for members on retirement at age 65. 

2. Widows’ pension—payable to the widow from the time when, 
if the member had lived, he would have attained age 65. 

3. Family protection—if the member dies before age 65 a yearly 
payment is made to his dependants from the date of his death 
till Benefit No. 2 becomes available. 

The benefits may be purchased in units of £50 per annum up 

to a maximum of £500 per annum. 

Please write for full particulars to the Secretary, A.B.S. Insurance 

Department, 66 Portland Place, London, W.1. Telephone: 
Welbeck 5721. 


It is desired to point out that the opinions of writers of articles and 
letters which appear in the R.I.B.A. JouRNAL must be taken as the 
individual opinions of their authors and not as representative 
expressions of the Institute. 

Members sending remittances by postal order for subscriptions 
of Institute publications are warned of the necessity of complying with 
Post Office Regulations with regard to this method of payment. 
Postal orders should be made payable to the Secretary R.I.B.A. 
and crossed. 

Members wishing to contribute notices or correspondence must 
send them addressed to the Editor not later than the Tuesday prior 
to the date of publication. 

Back numbers of the JouRNAL can be obtained at the price of 
1s. gd., including postage throughout the world. For orders of 
more than six copies discounts are given. Orders must be prepaid. 

R.LB:A. JOURNAL 

Dates OF PUBLICATION.—1939.—6, 20 February ; 6,20 March ; 
3, 24 April;,8, 22 May; 12, 26 June; 17 July; 14 August; 
18 September ; 16 October. 

















